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VOL. L 

C0L.22.-*l7«c?er heading « ABSENCE BY REASON OP TRANSPORTATION for “Li- 
MiTATioN Act, 1877, s. 13 ” read “ Limitation Act, 1877, s. 7.” 

Col. 153.— Uikifir heading AGENT, AUTHORITY OP for “ B. L. R„ 195 read “ 5 B. L 
B..106” 

Col. 208. — Case 222, reference, for "8 B. Ii. R.** read “ 7 B. Ii. R.” 

Col. 469.— heading ^'BENAMI TRANSACTION^^ insert reference, ^ See Estoppel— 
Estoppel by ooNuircT, 19 W. R., 292.” 

Col. 722.— Line 12 from top, reference, for*^ 10 W. R., 67 read 10 W, R., Cr., 7 
Col. 773.— 2, under ‘‘s. 138 ” for «8 I. L. R.” read “3 B. Ii. R. 

Col. 823. — Line 23 from top, reference, for “ 53 AIL, 33 ” read ** 3 All., 533 
Col, 1360.— C<z«c 46, reference, for ** 7 W. R., 169 rcaw? “2 N. W., 169 

Col. 1463. — Line 24 from top, reference, for “I. Ii. R., 7 Bom., 11 ” read “ I. Ii. R., 6 Bom., 11 ”, 
Col. 1488. — Case 169, referenee,for 2 W. R., 230 rcod “ 2 N. W., 230 

VOL. II. 

Col. 1688.— Caw 39, reference, for "10 Moore’s I. A.” read " 11 Moore’s L A,”, and for "W. B. 
P. C.” read " 9 W. R., P. C ”. 

Col. Under case 202, reference, for " 16 W. R., 471 ” read •* 14 W. R., 471 

Col. 1786.— Caw 341, reference, before "11 W. R., P. C.” insert "2 B. Ii. R., P. C., 85 ”, 

Col. 1866.— iinfi 1 from top, after " EXCISE ACT ” omit " 1866 

Col. 1888. — Line 8 from top, name of case should he " Balaji BANoaoDDAS, In be. ** 

Coi. 2067.— Line 7 from top, for " 12 W, R., 33 ” read "12 W. R., P. C., 33 
Col. 2066. — Case 1, reference, for " 6 I. L. R.” read "6 B. If, R.” 

Col. 2076.— C(wc 17, reference, for " Ind. Jur., N. S.” read " Ind. Jur., O. S. 

Col. 2103. — Case 7, reference, for " Calc.” read "Bom.” 

Cob. 2221. — Case 18, reference, omit " 16 W. R., 142 ”, 

Col. 2306. — Case 145, reference, for **12 B. Ii. R,” read "14 B, L. R.”, and for "29 W. R- 490 
read "22 W. R.,49e”. 

Col. 2638. — I/ine 7 from top, for "7 Bom.” read "1 Bom,” 

Col. 2669. — Case 73, immediately before name of case insert "Held also that the trust for nt^intenAnc 
and the religious trusts, as being mere perpetual trusts for the benefit of the family, we] 
likewise void.” 

Col. 2768. — Case 21, reference, for "6 B, Ij. R,” read " 4 B. Ii. B.” 

Col. 2772. — Under ease 15, reference, for "2 W. B., 142” read "2 N. W;, 142 ”, 

Col. 2793— Xiae 9 from top, the name of case should be " Balaji Ranchoddas, In be.” 

Col. 2795.— Caw 22, for "4 B. Ii. B.” read "3 B. If. R.”, and for " 634” read "434 ”, 

Col. 2856. — Case 92, reference, for "4 B, If. R.” read "6 B. L, B,” 
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CORRIGENDA. 


VOL. III. 

Col, 8102 .— 13 from top, rtfergnce, for •« 8 AIL” read ” 2 Mad.»» , 

Col, 8112.— Cew 8, /or «Htdbb Singh” read “Hydbb Juno Bahadoob.*' 

Col. 8616.— Owa 167, line 11, after **89** insert "followed.” 

‘ Col. 86B0.---Caee 7, reference, for ”24 W. R.” read ”2 Hay 
Col. 8868.— CeMe 1, name of ease, for " Mittbb ” read " Mozitmdae.” 

^ Col. 4100 . — Line 11 from top, reference, for ” 2 B. Ii. R.” read ” 3 B. L. R.’^ 

Col. 4118. — Case 1, line 4of heading, for *' defence** read " reference**. 

Col. 4126.— Omo 6, reference, for ” 18 Agra read ” 8 Agra ”, 

VOL. IV. 

Col, 4898.— C'iWtf 7, rrference, for " 8 B. Ii. R.” read ” 7 B. Ij. R.” 

Col. 4616. — Case 20, reference, for **2 A. C.” read ”2 B. Ii. B., A. 

Col. 4853.— Com 23, reference, for ”2 B. Ij. B.” read ” 8 B. Ii. B.” 
ffjOL. 4QXy!,-^Case 63, reference, for ” 4 H. VTf* read ”6 N. W.” 

Col. 4918.— Com 93, reference, for ”20 W. B.” read ”9 W. B.>» 

Col. 6951 . — Line 13 from top, reference,for ”2 All. ** read ” 7 All.” 

VOL. V. 

Col. 6144— Xine 13 from top, reference, for ”10 Bom.” «9 Bom.” 

Col. 6240.— Xi«e 23 from top, reference, after ” 2 Moore’s I, A., 424 ” omit ” 6 W. B., P. C. 46 ” 
Col. 6248.— CM 0 1, r^erence, for ” 6 B. lu R.” read ” 4 B. L. B.” » • *> 


REFERENCES OMITTED 

Jm 0 . Ramji, I. L. R., 8 Bom., 207 

Khemkor v, Umiashankar Ranch chor . i * 

l.<e6latiand Singh v, Hamidooddin • . ! ! 

Riluckdhairy Roy v, Radha Purshad Singh 
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A DIGEST 


OP 

THE HIGH COURT REPORTS 

1862-1886 

AND OP 

THE PRIVY COUNCIL REPORTS OF APPEALS FROM INDIA, 

1836-1886. 


TACKitra 

See Cases under Mortgage— Tacking. 

TAIiOOK, MEANIISTG OF— 

See Grant— Construction of Grant. 

[18 W. R., 469 
22 W. B., 826 

See Lease— Construction. 

[22 W. R., 326 

TALOOKDAR. 

Conduct of, as indicating his suc- 
cessor. 

See OuDH Estates Act, 1869, s. 22. 

[r. L. R., 8 Calc., 626 

Registered, Interest of— 

See OuDH Estates Act, 1869. 

[I. L. R., 3 Calc., 522 
See Cases under Oudh Talookdabs’ Re- 
lief Act. 

TAHTK, ORDER TO DESTROY— 

Nuisance— Under Criminal Proce- 
dure Codes . 1 B. li. B., S. N., 27 

TANKS, MAINTAININa ANCIENT— 
See Zemindar . 14 B. Ii. R., F. C., 208 

TAX. 

illegally levied. 

See Madras Towns Improvement Aot, 
1871» s. 85 . 1. Ii. R., 1 Mad., 158 

See Statute, Construotion op— 

[I. L. R., 1 Mad., I5S 
8 Bom., A. C., 213 


TAX — continued, 

Muhtar afa.—7Vad6 tax, Zmidar's 

right to collect. — Mad. Meg. XXV of 1802, s. 4 . — 
Mad. Meg. XXV of 1832. — The right of collecting 
the muhtarafa or trade tax from artisans in his 
zemindari has not been delegated by Government to 
the Zemindar of Karvaitnagar, and cannot be legally 
exercised by his assignees. ^ Queer e, — Whether it 
was competent for Government to delegate £he col- 
lection of the muhtarafa to zemindars for their own 
use. Vedanta v. Kanniyapfa 

[I. L. B., 9 Mad., 14 

TAXATION OP BILL OP COSTS. 

See Attorney and Client, 

[I. L. B., 3 Calc., 478 
See Limitation Act, 1877, art. 84 (1871, 
ART. 85) . . 1. L. B., 1 Bom., 253 

[I. L. B., 7 Mad., 1 

1 . Attendance before taxing 

ofdcer. — Attorney. — Appearance for several par^ 
ties. — Summons to aHer^taxation.-“Practice . — ^Any 
work which an attorney does jointly for sever^ 
parties together he can only make one charge for, 
and where he appears for any number of parties 
before the taxing officer at the taxation of the costs 
of a suit, he must be taken to represent them joint- 
ly. The taxing officer should not issue separate 
summonses to different parties who appear by one 
attorney. Kenny v. Administrator General of 
Bengal . . . 7 B. L. B., Ap., 60 

2. Accountants employed not 
under order of Court.— and ndbissary 
expense. — In a suit to set aside a settlement, two ac- 
countants were employed at the plaintiff’s instance, 
and not by order of Court, to examine the settlor’s 
books and give evidence, ffeld that the investiga- 
tion being most useful to tHe Court, and adapted to 
the ends of justice, the taxing master was right in 
allowing their expenses, MaoNaib v. Hogg 

[2 Hyde, 89 

9 F 
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TAZI JMTArai CHITTia 

See Conteact— Wagbbing Contbaots. 

[4 Moore’s I. A., 389 

5 Moore’s I. A., 109 

6 Moore’s I. A., 251 

Principal and agent. — OamhUng 

Act {XXI of 1848), — Where the plaintiff had expend- 
ed money at the request of the defendant in the 
purchase or settlement of tazi mandi chittis^ — Held, 
he was entitled to recover notwithstanding Act XXI. 
of 184f8. Kanayalal V, Chagmal Battia 

[8 B. li. B., 412 

BhAIBABNATH KhETTBI V. JUMANBAM DhAK- 
DABIA . . . 8 B. L. B., 415, note 

TEHSILDAR. 

See Limitation Act, 1877, aet. 7 (1859, s. 
1, CL. 2). 

[1 B. L. B., S. M., 20 : 10 W. R., 260 

TEMPLE, SUIT FOR DECLABATIOM 
OF TRUSTS OF— 

See Act XX of 1863. 

[5 R Ij» B., Ap., 55 

TENAIW?. 

See Landlobd and Tenant, 

— * Suit against, for share of rent 

See Cases dndeb Co- shaeeks— Suits by 
C o-SHABEBS WITH EESPBOT TO THE 

Joint Pbopeety — Kabuliats. 

See Cases undeb Co- shabebs— Suits by 
Co-SHABKHS with BESPECT TO THE 

Joint Pbopebty — Enhancement of 
Kent. 

See Cases undeb Co-shaeebs— Suits by 

Co-SHABEBS WITH BESPECT TO THE 

Joint Pbopebty — Kent. 

TENDER. 

See Bengal Kent Act, 18G9, s. 46. 

[1 B. L. B., S. N., 7 ; 10 W. R., 101 
16 W. R., 79 
2 W. R., Act X, 88 

Validity of tender.— 

Act, 6, 38, — Tender of interest on mortgage-debt , — 
Under a mortgage- deed taken to secure the repay- 
ment within three years of a sum of fi,16,000 ad- 
vanced by the plaintiff, with interest at 15 per cent, 
from the 2nd July 1874, the date of the mortgage, 
it was stipulated that interest should be paid every 
six months, but that if a year’s interest should be 
unpaid, then the whole amount due for principal and 
interest should become payable at once ; and also 
that the mortgagor might, after payment of interest, 
pay towards satisfaction of the principal any sum 
not less than K1,000. T^ie first year’s interest was 
allowed to get intoarrear, but in September 1876 the 
defendant went to the plaintiff with H19,000, a 
greater sum than was due for principal and interest, 
and told him to repay himself from that sum. The 


TENDER.— Liability of tendeT^continued. 

offer was refused, and the plaintiff thereupon 
brought a suit on the 9th July 1877 for 1116,000, 
with interest from the date of the mortgage to the 
date of the suit and subsequent interest. Held that 
the tender made by the defenilaut, although not valid 
according to English law, was valid under section 
38 of the Contract Act. Ter Wilson, .1.— Section 
38 of the Contract Act substantially requires that 
there should be a genuine and unconditional offer, 
in case of payment, to pay unconditionally at a pro- 
per place, made by a person in a position to pay. 
Kanye Lall Khan v, Khettebmoney Dosses 

[6 C. L. R., 106 

2. ’ Unconditional ten^ 

der. — Coats. — In a suit to recover Hl,323-15-6, the 
balance of the price of goods sold, on which an ac- 
count had been come to between the parties, it ap- 
peared that the defendant had tendered before) suit 
a sum of Rl,043-5, stating in the letter of tender 
that the sum so tendered was the only sum due. At 
the trial, the plaintiff obtained a decree for the full 
amount claimed by hijn. Held, both in the Court 
below and on appeal, that the tender was bad, and 
therefore the plaintiffs- were entitled to their costs. 
Held per Kennedy, J., that the tender was bad, 
being a tender of part of an entire debt. Held per 
Gabth, C, J. (Mabkby, J., concurring), that the 
tender was also bad, as the j>laintiffs coiild not have 
accepted the sum tendered without giving up the re- 
mainder of their claim. Chundeb Caunt Mookbb- 
JEE V. Jodoonath Khan 

[I. L. R., 3 Calc., 468 : 1 O. L. B., 470 

3, ' - Agent , — Cheque in 

payment of debt for rent. — Suit for rent.-^ Costs , — 
The landlord of a house tlmough his agent sent in 
rent-bills to his lessee. The lessee gave the agent a 
cheque payable to her attorney for the amount de- 
manded. The attorney realised the amount of the 
cheque and gave the money to the agent, who ten- 
dered it to the landlord’s attorney) who refused to 
accept, and the money was returned to the lessee’s 
attorney. Held, in a suit for the rent, that, under 
the circumstances, the tender amounted to payment. 
Held, further, that although, as a general rule, the 
amount of a tender not accepted ought to be paid 
into Court in order to entitle the defendant to costs, 
yet that, us the tender in this case amounted to pay- 
ment, the defendant was entitled to have the suit dis- 
missed with- costs. Bolyb Chund Sing v. Mou- 
LABD . • . . I. L. B., 4 Calc., 572 

TENURE CREATED UNDEB COURT 
OF WARDS. 

See Bengal Act IV of 1870. 

[16 B. L. R., 348 

TERRITORIAL JURISDICTION, EF- 
FECT OF CESSION ON— 

See Cession of Kbitish Tbbritoey in 

India . • I. L. R., 1 Bom., 367 

[10 Bom,, 37 
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diqkst of cases. 


TERRITORIAL LAW OP BRITISH 
INDIA. 

Nature of territorial law. — Bnglish 

law . — The territorial law of British India is a modi- 
fied form of Eng'lish law. Sbcektabt OB State v. 
Admii^istbatob Gensbal of Bengal 

[IB.I 1 .B., O. C., 87 

TERRITORY, TRANSFER OP— 

District of Kanara, — 16 and 17 Viet., 

e, 95 s 21 and 22 Viet., c. lOB. — Councils Act, 24 and 
25 Viet., c. 67 . — The power given by 16 and 17 
Victoria, Cap. 95, to alter the distribution of terri- 
tories among the presidencies, was vested by 21 and 22 
Victoria, Cap. 106, in. the Secretary of State for India, 
by whose order of 28th of February 1862 North 
Canara was annexed, the new arrangement of terri- 
tory to take effect from such date as the Governor 
General of India in Council should by proclamation 
appoint for the purposes of the Councils Act, 
1 861, which Act has reference solely to the constitu- 
tion and functions of the Legislative Councils, and 
does not purport to affect in any way the exercise of 
the general powers of Government, or the administra- 
tion of justice, and the jurisdiction and authority of 
the Courts of Justice, the annexation for those pur- 
poses being made by the Secretary of State, and not 
being qualified or controlled by the proviso in section 
47 of 24 and 25 Victoria clause 67, which cannot be 
construed as a substantive enactment, or as qualify- 
ing or restraining the power vested in the Secretad'y 
of State. Beg. Vya neats vami 

[2 Bom., 112 : 2iid EA, 106 

TESTATOR. 

Acknowledgment of signature 

by— 

See Will— Execution, 

[I. L. R., 1 Bom., 547 

Application for probate of will 

of Hindu, 

See Pbob ate— Opposition to and Re- 
vocation OF Gbant. 

[I. L. R., 2 Calc., 208 

Debts of Hindu. 

See Vbndoe and Purchasee— N oticb. 

[I. L. B., 4 Calc., 887 

-——— Power of— 

See Cases under Hindu Law— Will — 
Power of Disposition. 

[1. L. B., 1 Bom., 561 

See Mahomedan Law— Will. 

[I. L. B., 2 Calc., 184 

THAKBUST AWARD. 

See Act XIII of 1848. • 

[2 B. L. R., P. O., Ill ; 12 W. R., t. C., 6 

THEFT. 

See Partneeshtp Property. 

[13 B. L. R., 307, 308, note ; 810, note 


THEFT — continued, 

committed out of British ter^ 

ritory. 

See Jurisdiction of Cbiuinal Court— 
Offencbs committed only p au w nr 
ONE District . I. L. B., 1 Mai, 171 

.!• Penal Code, a. 878.— Da^ntV 

tion of theft. — As to what constitutes theft as defined 
in the Penal Code. Qusbn ». Madareb 

[3W.R.,Cr.,2 

2. — Moving property and 

severing it. — The moving by the same act which ef- 
fects the severance may constitute a theft. Anony- 
mous .... 8 Mad., Ap., 86 

3. Removal of property 

against wish of ostensible purchaser thereof. — Ap- 
parent title or colour of right to property. — To con- 
stitute theft it is sufficient if property is removed 
against his wish, from the custody of a person who 
has an apparent title, or oven a colour of right, to 
such property. Cape v. Scott, L. R., 2 Q. B., 269, 
followed. Queen-Empress v. Gangabam Santbam 

[I.L.R.,6Bom.,185 

4. Oimng up right of 

possession in property by owner . — A conviction for 
theft under the Penal Code is illegal if the owner 
has given up all property in and all possession of 
the subject of the alleged theft. Anonymous 

[4 Mad., Ap., 80 

5. Making away with pro- 

perty lawfully possessed, — The making away with 
property of which a person has been put in lawful 
possession by superior authority is not theft, but 
criminal breach of trust. Queen v. Bharut Chun- 
DER 1 W. R., Cr., 2 

0, Unexplained possession 

of rice. — Meaning of corpus delicti. — Where a prison - 
or was found in possession of rice not thraslicd in the 
usual way, and having no paddy land of his own, ho 
failed to account satisfactorily for his possession of 
the rice, — Held, be could not he convicted of theft 
without more evidence. The meaning of the term 
corpus delicti explained. Anonymous 

[7 Mad., Ap., 19 

7. - ■ Dishonest talcing. Omis- 

sion of allegation of. — The prisoner was convicted of 
theft on his own confession. The charge to which 
the prisoner pleaded did not allege the taking out of 
the possession of some person dishonestly, and there 
was no evidence of such taking. Held that the con- 
viction was bad. Anonymous . 5 Mad., Ap., 87 

g, Abetment of t%jft. — Re- 

ceiving stolen property. — Joint undivided Hindu 
family. — A Hindu, intending to separate himself 
from Ills family, emigrated to Demrerara as a coolie. 
After an alwence of thirty years he returned to his 
family, bringing with him money and other moveable 
property which be had acquired in Demerara by 
manual labour as a coolie. On his return to his 
family he lived in commensality with it, but he did 
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THEFT. — Penal Code, 8. 878 — ooniinued. 

not treat such property as joint family property hut 
as his own property. Seld that such property was 
his sole property, and his brother was not a joint 
owner of it, and could properly be convicted of theft 
in respect of it. It is irregular to convict and 
punish a person for abetment of theft, and at the 
same time, to convict and punish him for receiving 
the stolen property. Empbbss v. Sita Ram Rai 
[L li. B., 8 AIL, 181 

9 . Mahometan married 
woman, — Rushand and wife, — Taking property of 
Imshand, — A Mahomedan married woman may be 
convicted of theft, or abetment of theft, in respect 
of the property of her husband. Ksa. v. Khatabai 

[6 Bom., Cr.,B 

10. - - Hindu woman removing 

strxdhanfrom possession of her husband. — A Hindu 
woman who removes from the possession of her hus- 
band, and without his consent, her palla or stridhan, 
cannot be convicted of theft, nor can any person 
who joins her in removing it be convicted of that 
offence. Reo. v. Natua Kalyan . 8 Boxn., Cr., 11 

11. ’Removal of family 
jewels by wife and persons coming to commit adultery 
with her. — Two.persons were committed for trial, the 
first prisoner for adultery, enticing away a married 
woman, and theft, and the second prisoner for abet- 
ment of the enticing away and theft. The first 
prisoner was acquitted of the charges of adultery 
and enticing away. The case for the prosecution 
was that the prosecutor’s wife left her husband’s 
house in company with the first prisoner, and that 
previous to her departure she, by means of false 
keys supplied to her by the second prisoner, opened 
the room whore the family jewels and money were 
kept and removed them. The jewels were deposited 
with the second prisoner for safe custody. Fart of 
the money was handed to the first prisoner. Held 
that, notwithstanding the acquittal, the iirisoners 
were not entitled to be discharged without ti-ial on 
the charge of theft. Anonymous 

[6 Mad., Ap., 28 

12. — and 8. Forcibly 

carrying off crop, — Want of consent of owner . — 
Where a Court finds that parties came with a num- 
ber of armed men, and carried off a crop, the finding 
amounts to that of a forcible carrying off without 
the consent of the owner. Even if they took no 

’ part in the actual taking, they must, with reference 
to section 114, Penal Code, be considered guilty of 
the substantive offence under section 378. Queen 
V, SuiB Chundeb Mundlb . 8 W. R., Cr., 69 

13. Person acting under 

illfounded claim of right, — A person acting under a 
claim of right (however ill-founded such claim may 
be) is uot guilty of theft by asserting it. Queen v. 
Ram Chubn Singh , .7 .W. B., Cr., 67 

14. Assertion of right by 
accused, — Defence to charge of theft. — A bare asser- 
tion by an accused charged with committing theft 
of a proprietary right in the alleged stolen property 


THEFT.— Penal Code, s. 878 — continued. 

is no reason for a Magistrate to refuse to entertain a 
charge of theft. Queen v. Kalichaean Misseb 

[7 B. li. R., Ap., 66 

S. C. Runnoo Sii^GH V. Kali Chuen Mibsee 

[16 W. B., Cr., 18 

See Khbttee I^ath Dutt v. Indeo Jalia 

[16 W. B., Cr.,78 

Hubis Chundba Das v. Bolai Aubhicaebb 

[16 W. B., 76 

16. • Plunder of crops. ^ 

Assertion of right to crops. — The mere assertion of a 
fair claim of property or right, or the mere existence 
of a doubt as to right, is not sufiicient to justify an 
acquittal in a case of plunder of crops. The claim 
to the property must be proved by evidence to be 
fair and good. Nassib Chowdby v. Nannoo Chow- 
dhey . . . . 16 W. B., Cr., 47 

16. and b. 442. — Boat. 

Moveable property. — A boat may be the subject 
of theft. Although, under section 442 of the 
Penal Code, it is for certain purposes classed with 
houses, it does not cease to be moveable property 
under section 378. Queen v. Mbhae Dowalia 

[16 W. B., Cr., 63 

17. Intention to convert to 

his oton use, Want of. — Temporary use. — When an 
accused charged with murder was alleged to have 
taken a boat from a place where it had been secured 
by its owner, and after proceeding some distance in 
it had abandoned it, and when he was charged with 
the theft of the boat, --Held that the charge was un- 
sustainable, inasmuch as it was evidently not his in- 
tention to convert it to his own use, and make it per- 
manently his owm property, but merely to make use 
of it for the purpose of aiding him in escaping. 
Adu Shibuae t. Queen- Empeess 

[I. L. B.,U Calc., 636 

18. -Property removed with 
criminal intent but with consent of owner, — A, 
sought the aid of B. with the intention of commit- 
ting a theft of the property of B.’s master. B. with 
the knowledge and consent of his master, and for 
the purpose of procuring A.’s punishment, aided A. 
in carrying out his object. On the prosecution of A. 
for theft, — Held that as the property removed was so 
taken with the knowledge of che owner, the offence 
of theft had not been committed. Emfebss v, Tboy- 

LUBHONATH ChOWDHEY 

[I. li. B., 4 Calo., 366 : 3 C. Ii. B., 626 

19. Possession of wood by 
forest inspector. — Removal of wood without payment 
of fees. — Possession of wood by a forest inspector, who 
is a servant of Government, is possession of the Gov- 
ernment itself ; and a dislionest removal of it, with- 
out payment of the necessary fees, from his posses- 
sion, albeit with his actual consent, constitutes theft 
within the meaning of section 378 of the Penal 
Code, if that consent was unauthorised or fraudulent. 
Beg.^v. Hanmanta . 1. L. B,, 1 Bom., 610 
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P, — Penal Code, s. 878 — continued. 

20. r - ftnd B. 96. — Vahielest 

produce. — "Broperty almost valueless. — Conviction 
and sentence by a Magistrate reversed, as the act of 
which the accused was convicted — taking pods (almost 
valueless) from a tree standing upon Government 
waste ground — came within the meaning of section 
96 of the Penal Code, and did not therefore amount, 
to theft. Rbo. V. Eabya bin Ravji . 

[6 Bom., Cr., 86 

21. — ■ - — Retaining possession of 

nets of poachers. — The prisoner, wtimg bond fide in 
the interests of his employers, and finding a party 
of fishermen poaching on his master’s fisheries, took 
charge of the nets, and retained possession of them, 
pending the orders of liis employers. Held that the 
prisoner was not guilty of theft. Quben v. Nobin 
Chunbbb Holdab . . 6 W. R., Cr., 79 

22. ■ Talcing fish in navi- 

gable rilwgr.— The taking fish in that portion of a navi- 
gable river over which a right of julkur exists in 
another person- does not fall within section 378 of 
the Penal Code. Huei Moti Moddock v. Deno- 
NATH Malo . . .19 W. H., Cr., 47 

Bhusun Pabui V. Dbnonath Banerjeb 

[20 W. B., Cr., 16 

23. Talcing fish from 
ereek.’-Tha wrongful taking of fish from a crock 
is not theft. Quben «. Kbvu Pothadu 

[I. lu R., 6 Mad., 890 

24. 8. 879,^ Rossession . — 

i in an enclosed tank , — Where the accused were 

found fishing without peinnission in an enclosed tank 
belonging to the municipality of the town of Sirsi, 
it was held that they could be convicted of theft, as 
the tank from which the fish were taken was ap- 
parently an enclosed tank, and the fish were, there- 
fore, restrained of their natural liberty, and liable 
to be taken at any time according to the pleasure of 
the owner, and were, therefore, subjects of theft. 
Bhusun Parui v. Denonath BanerfeCy 20 W. R.y Cr., 
15 ; and Queen v. Revu Pothadu, 1. L. R., 5 Mad., 
390, distinguished. Quben- Empekss v. Adam 
YALAD Shaie: Fabip . L If. R., 10 Bom., 193 

26. Illegal seizure and 

impounding of cattle. — The illegal seizure and im- 
pounding of cattle is not theft within the meaning 
of the Penal Code, even if efEected with the mali- 
cious intent of subjecting the owners to additional 
expense, inconvenience, and annoyance. Ab^dhun 
Mundul V. Myan Khan Takadgeee 

[24 W. R., Cr., 7 

26. Removal of salt na- 

turally formed. — Bom. Salt Acts^ XXVIl of 1S37 
and XXXI o/’fSdO.— Dishonest removal of salt natur- 
ally formed in a creek which was under the supervi- 
sion of an officer belonging to the Customs Department 
constitutes theft, the salt having been legally appro- 
priated by such officer. Per Bayley and West, JJ.-- 
But removal for one’s own use from a creek of such 
salt not legally appropriated constitutes no offence 
under the Penal Code or the Salt Acts, though the 


THE3PT.— Penal Code, s. 87B--coniiwued. 

salt becomes liable to detention. Ebo. v. Mansano 
Bhavsano 10 Bom., 74 

27.- — ^ * ■ Taking salt from swamp 

surrounded ' by police, — Possession. — A swamp, the 
property of Government, having been surrounded 
with police guards by Government to prevent salt 
being removed, — Held that the taking against the 
will of Government, and with the intention of ob- ' 
taining an unlawful gain, of salt which had been 
spontaneously produced on the swamp, was theft, 
Queen v. Tamha Ghantaya 

[I. Ii. R., 4 Mad., 228 

28«^ — and 8. 204. — Secreting 

document produced before arbitrator. — Intention . — 
Remoteness of object.-- Where the plaintiff in a suit 
referred to arbitration by consent, with a view to 
prevent a witness .from referring to an endorsement 
on a bond (which tended to show that defendant had 
paid more than it was alleged had been paid by liiin) 
snatched up the bond which was lying beside the 
arbitrator, ran away, ^and refused to produce it, — 
Held that the offence committed was not theft, but 
secreting a document under section 204 of the* 
Penal Code. Subbamania GhanapAti v. Queen 
[1. li. R., 8 Mad., 261 

29. 8. 880. — Theft in a build* 

ing.-— Requisites for offence . — All that is necessary 
in order to constitute the offence of theft in a build- 
ing, is that the property should be under the protec- 
tion of the building it is not necessary to show 
unlawful entrance into the building. Queen v. 
Ibhbbb Pebbbad . . 24 W. R., Cr., 49 

30. and s. 409.— Co«- 

stahles taking property from house under their charge. 
— Theft by constables of property from the house 
they were employed to guard is punishable under 
section 380, and not section 409, Penal Code. Queen 
V. Boidnath Singh . . 3 W. B., Cr., 29 

3L 8. 891.— Theft by 

servant. — Hired boatman.-— K hired boatman does 
not come within the definition of a clerk or servant 
under section 381 of the Penal Code. Theft by 
such a person on board a boat comes under section 
380. Queen v. Bawool Manjbb 

[8 W. B., Cr., 32 

32. ■ — ■■ 88. 381, 409,— Stealing 

money in accused* s charge. — Criminal breach of trust, 
— The prisoners were charged with having stolen a 
sum of money shut up in a box and placed in the 
police treasury buildings, over which they, as bur- 
kundauzes, were placed on guard. Held that the 
charge should have been made under section 381 (?f 
the Penal Code (theft by servant in possession of 
property), and not under section 409 (criminal 
breach of trust by public servant). Queen v. Jug- 
GUBNATH Singh , • ,2 W. R., Cr., 56 

THEKADAB. 

1. Meaning of term.— The term 

* thekadai* ” is properly applicable to hereditary culti* 



( 5997 ) 


DIGEST OP CASES. 


( 5998 ) 


TTHESABAB.— Meaning of term— 

vators only when they have also a theka or lease of a 
share in, or the whole of, the profits of an estate. 
Baij Nath v, Munglbb . . 2 N. W., 411 

2. Mode of creation of 

thekad^r^e interest. — JEjfect of accepting theka. — A 
thekadar is ordinarily a person who holds a theka or 
lease of the whole of a zemindar's interest in a 
village. There is nothing in the law which renders 
a writing necessary to the creation of such an inter- 
est. It is not to be inferred from the mere circum- 
stance that persons accepted a theka that they fore- 
went their existing right. Leela Dhtjb v. Bhuo- 
wvjsfT 3M.W^89 

TICKET, BEPUSAIi TO PBODUCB— 

. See Railway Act, 1871, s. 2. 

25 

See Railway Act, 1879, ss. 17, 31. 

[I. li. B^ 1 Calc., 192 

TIMBER, RIGHT TO— 

• See Custom — Evidence of Custom. 

[9 W. B„ 97 

TIME FOB APPEARANCE OP DE- 
PENDANT, EXTENSION OP— 

See Negotiable In-sthumbnts, Summaby 
i*EOCEDUBK on — 

[1 Ind.'Jur., N. S., 896 
8 B. D. R., O. C., 88 

See Peacticb— Civil Cases— Leave to 
Sub oe Defend. 

(^I. L. R., 8 Calc., 639 

TIME BARGAIN. 

See Evidence— Paeol Evidence- Vaey- 
iNG OE Conteadicting* Weitten 1n- 
STEUMENTB . X. h, R., 9 Calc., 791 

TITLE. 

Col. 

1. Evidence and Peoof of Title . 6000 

(a) Geneeally . . . , 6000 

(d) Long Possession . . . 6005 

2. Miscellaneous Cases , . . 6007 

See Chub Lands . 2 B. L. R., F. C., 4 
[17 W. B., 73 

See Cases undeb Claims to Attached 
Peopeety, 

SeT Cases undeb Onus Peobandi — 
Possession and Peoof of Title. 

See Paetition— JuBiSDiOTiON of Civil 
CouET IN Suits eespeoting Paeti- 
tion . 8 B. L. B., Ap., 73, note 

See Cases undeb Possession— Evidence 
OF Title. 

See Cases undeb Possession — Suits fob 
Possession— Peoof of Pabtioulae 
Tii;le. 


TITLE— 

See Cases undeb Resistance ob Oe* 
stbuction to Execution of Decbee. 

— Acknowledgment of— 

See Cases undeb Limitation Act, 1877, 
s. 19 .(1871, aet. 148) — Acknowledg- 
ment OF OTHBE Rights. 

— Breach of covenant for- 
esee Damages— Suits foe Damages— 
Bebach of Conteact. 

[L L. R., 2 Bom., 278 

— Decision of Revenue Court as to— 
See Cases undeb Res Judicata — Com- 
petent CouET — R evenue Couetb. 

— Declaration of,; Suit for— 

See Declabatoby Decbee, Suit fob — 
Declabation of Title. 

See Cases undeb Onus Pbobandi — Db- 

OLAEATION OF TiTLB. 

See Possession— Suits foe Possession 
— Peoof of Paeiculae Title. 

[I. L. R., 3 Calc., 224 
L L. B., 4 Calc., 699 

— Denial of— 

See Cases undeb Estopfbl — Landlobd 
AND Tenant, Denial of Title. 

See Cases undee Landlobd and Tenant 
— Foefbituee — Denial of Title. 

— Disclaimer of— 

See Admission — Admission in State- 
ments AND Pleadings. 

[16 B. L. R., 10 

— Extinction of— 

See Cases undee Limitation Act, 1877, 
s. 28. 

See Relinquishment of Tenubb. 

[I. L. R., 1 Bom., 91, 208 

— Investigation of— 

See Civil Peoceduee Code, 1882, s. 286 
(1859, s. 214) . 8 B. L. R., A. C., 418 

— Notice of— 

See Cases undee Vendob and Pubchaseb 
— Notice. 

— Obstruction to — 

See Declabatoby Decbee, Suit foe — 
Suits conobening Documents. 

[1. L. R., 1 AIL, 688 

— Proof of— 

See Estoppel— Estoppel by Deeds and 
OTUEE Documents. 

[I. L. R., 4 Calo., 397 
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See LakdiiObb and Tenant— Mibasdabs. 

[1. la. ti., 3 Bom., 840 

See Cases tTNDEB Possession*— Evidence 
OF Possession. 

See Cases under Possession — Evidence 
OF Title. 

See Sanad . L li. R., 3 Bom., 340 
[12 B. li. R., 120 

— Question of— 

See Appeal— Nobth- We ST Pbovinces 
Acts . I. X.. R., 1 All., 360 

See Cases undeb Benoal Rent Act, 18G9, 
s. 102. 

See Cebtificate of Administration — 
Pbooedube I. Ij. R., 3 Calc., 616 

[I. Is. R., 6 Calc., 303 

See Insolvent Act, s. 26. 

[I. li. R., 3 Calc., 434 

See Jurisdiction of Criminal Court — 
General Jurisdiction. 

[2 N. W., 202 

See Jurisdiction of Revenue Court — 
Bombay Regulations and Acts. 

[I. I 4 . R., 1 Bom., 624 

See Probate— Opposition to and Re- 
vocation of Grant. 

[I. li. R., 4 Calc., 1 

See Res Judicata — Competent Court — 
General Cases. 

[I. Ii. R., 5 Calc., 832 

See Cases under Res Judicata — Com- 
petent Court — Revenue Courts. 

See Cases under Res .Judicata— Com- 
petent Court — Small Cause Court 
Cases. 

See Cases under Small Cause Court, 
Mofussil — Jurisdiction — Title, 
Questions of— 

See Cases under Small Cause Court, 
Presidency Towns — Jurisdiction 

— Recovery op Immoveable Pro- 
perty. 

See Special Appeal — Small Cause Court 
Suits — Title, Question of — 

[I. Ii. R., 2 Calc., 470 

— Slander of— 

See Declaratory Decree, Suit for — 
Declaration of Title. 

[I. li. R., 1 Mad., 66 

— Wairanty of— 

See Sale in Execution op Decree — 
PUROHASBRS, TitLB OP GENERALLY. 

[4 Bom., A. C.., 114 

6 Bom., A. C., 268 
12 W. R., 41 
I. U R., 2 All., 108, 828 


TITIiE.— Warranty of --^continued. 

See Sale in Execution op Dboebb— 
Setting Aside Sale— Rights op Pub- 
CHASERS — Recovery op Purchasb- 
MONEY . I. L. R„ % Bom., 268 

See Oases under Vendor and Purchaser. 

by long possession. 

See Accretion — Re-formation after 
Diluviation . I. Ij. R., 3 Calc., 796 

See Bombay Regulation V of 1827, s. 1. 

[I. Ii. R., 1 Bom., 852 

See Cases under Possession — Efidencb 
OF Title. 

on sale of goods. 

See Contract — Breach of Contract. 

[8 B. ii. R., 581 

•? to land between high and low 

water marks. 

See Specific Performance— Specific 
Performance allowed. 

[9 B. Ii. R., 128 

1. EVIDENCE AND PROOF OF TITLE. 

(a) Generally. 

1 , Evidence of title. — Oral 

dence. — Where the Principal Sudder Ameen, reversing 
the decision of the Munsif, dismissed a claim to the 
possession of certain land, on the ground that “ mere 
oral evidence unsupported by any documentary evi- 
dence was not admissible to establish a man's title 
to landed property," the High Court on appeal 
reversed his decision and held that oral evidence, if 
believed, may be as good for proving a man’s title as 
documentary evidence. Durban Faxber v. Nobin- 
CHANDRA MAZUMDAR 

[1 B. Ij. R., S. N., 16 : 10 W. R., 217 

2, Documentary e»i- 

denee in ' India. — The presumption in favour of the 
genuineness of documents offered in evidence in India 
is very weak, hut it must not be held that the presump- 
tion is in favour of forgery, and when a long series of 
documents is produced showing a reasonable origin 
of title nearly a century ago, a regular deduction of 
that title and a possession consistent with it, conftrra- 
ed by the fact of such possession existing at the time 
of the commencement of the respondents’ title by 
purchase in 1833, the evidence of extrinsic impro- 
bability should be very strong indeed to counter- 
balance the weight of such testimony. Wise v. 
Bhoobun Moybe Dbbia 

[3 W. R., P. C., 6 : 10 Moore^a I. A.. 166 

3 ^ - Pott ah granted hy 

Colieotor. — A pottah of land in Calcutta granted by 
the Collector is not a muniment of title, but only evi- 
dence of a holding according to a local and fiscal 
regulation. Freeman v. Faiblie 

[1 Moore’s I. A., 306 

A — Forged documente. 

—If a party put in evidence in support of his title. 
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1. EVIDENCE AND PROOF OF TITLE 

— continued, 

(a) GBNEEAiiLT— con^’nittfdf. 

Evidence of title — continued, 

documents proved to be forged, but the nther evidence 
adduced by him is not impeached, the Court, in re- 
jecting the forged documents, will take the unim- 
peached evidence into consideration, and, if satishecl, 
adjudicate thereon. Sbvvaji Vi jay a Raghttnadha 
Valoji Kbistnan Gopalab V. Chibna Nayaka 
Chbiti . . .10 Moore’s I. A., 151 

5. Suit for posses- 
Sion, — In a suit to recover possession of land which 
both the plaintiff and defendant claimed to have re- 
claimed from jungle and to have possessed many 
years, and for which each claimed to have obtained a 
pottah from Govei*nment, the mere fact that the land 
w’as included in plaintiff’s pottah was held to be in- 
sufficient, without going into the facts to ascertain 
possession, to entitle him to a decree. Golam Kbza 
Chowdhey V, Chaudoo Meah Lubheub 

[16 W. R., 46 

6. — — ■ — - — Possession. — Pre- 

sumption. — The ordinary presumption that possession 
goes with the title would be of no avail in the pre- 
sence of clear evidence to the contrary; but where 
there is strong evidence of possession on one side 
opposed by evidence apparently strong also on the 
other side, the Privy Council held that in estimating 
the weight due to the evidence on both sides, the pre- 
sumption might, under the circumstances of the case, 
be regarded, and that with the aid of it there is 
stronger probability that the case of the side that had 
possession was true than that of the party out of pos- 
session. Rubjeet Ra^i Pandat v. Gobehdhun Kam 
Panday . . . ,20 W, B., P. O., 26 

7. Possessio n . — 

Limitation Act (XV of 1877), arts. 143, 144.—Con~ 
Jlicting evidence of possession. — Presumption of 
title, — Where two adverse parties are each trying to 
make out a possession of twelve years, and the evidence 
is conflicting and not conclusive on either side, — 
Held that the presumption that possession goes with 
the title must prevail. Dhabk Sibgh v. Hub Peb- 
BHAD Singh . . . I. Is. B., 12 Calc., 38 

8. — Possession, Pre- 

sumption of, — Waste lands. — In disputes as to the 
right to the possession of jungle lands, it is only in 
cases where neither party has exercised any acts of 
ownership over the lands in question that the Court 
may resort to evidence of title, and presume that the 
party proved to have the title has also possession. 
Ram Bahdhu «. Kusu Bhattu 

[6 C. L. R., 481 

9. • ' Suit for possession. 

^Possession of title-deeds and receipts for rent, ~- 
In a case involving the alternative question of fact 
whether certain land belonged to Pi, or C., neither the 
one nor the other of the opposite party venturing to 
state who his opponent was, and the testimony of 
the witnesses on this point being doubtful,— PeW 
that Pi., who was in possession of the title-deeds and 
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1. EVIDENCE AND PROOF OF TITLE 
— continued, 

(a) Generally— coaifinwed. 

Evidence of title-^continued. 

of the. receipts of rent, ought to succeed, unless there 
was something on the record to countervail such 
strong evidence. Khoda Buksh Khan v. Choa 

[19 W. B., 162 

10. Suit for declara- 

tion of title,— Onus prohandi, — Production of title- 
deeds.— plaintiff sued for declaration of her title 
to property of which the defendant was in possession, 
but of which she produced the title-deeds in favour 
of herself. Held, the onus was on the defendant to 
disprove the plaintiff’s title, and the defendant was 
not allowed to raise certain fresh issues; but the 
plaintiff was, under the circumstances of the case, 
entitled to rely on the title given her by the produc- 
tion of the title-deeds in her favour. Swabnamayi 
Raub tj. Seinibash Kotal , 6 B. Ii. B., 144 

11- Possession . — Un- 

interrupted and undisputed possession.— UnintcT- 
rupted and undisputed possession for a long time 
constitutes sufficient jprtmd facie evidence of title; 
but if this possession is admitted to be under an 
fidoption, it will avail nothing if the adoption fails. 
Haimun CnuLL Singh v, Qunbheam Singh 

[6 W. B.. P. C., 69 

12. Suit for posses- 
sion.— Where, in a suit to recover possession of land, 
the plaintiff succeeded in proving that he had been 
in possession up to a recent date, and that he had 
been forcibly dispossessed by the defendant, the 
lower Appellate Court threw upon the defendant the 
burden of proving his title, and, on his failing to do 
so, decreed the case. Held that this was a fair in- 
ference of title and of a right to be replaced in pos- 
session without going further into the title,— that is, 
to the mode of its acquisition. TbiloChun Ghose 
V. Kailas Nath Sidhanto Bhowmik Bhutta- 
CHABJI . 8 B. L. B., A. C., 298 : 12 W, B., 175 

13. Proof of title.— 

Suit for possession.— In a suit to recover possession, 
on the allegation that plaintiff had been illegally 
ousted, though holding under a lease from defendant, 
the latter urged that, though plaintiff had been allow- 
ed to hold the tenure as a tehsildar or collector of 
rents, he had never been the ijaradar or farmer in 
poBsession. The Judge found that the estate was 
really let out in ijara to the plaintiffs by the defend- 
ant, who had recovered rents and granted him re- 
ceipts on account of the ijara mehal. Held that this 
was a complete finding in favour of the plaintiff’s 
title, and that it vras not necessary for him to sue for 
the pottah which had been wrongfully denied him by 
defendant. Johbeboodheen Mahomed v. Dabek 
Pbbshad Singh . . . . 18 W. B., 21 

14. Proof of title,— 

Evidence of possession.— In a suit to establish title, 
evidence of plaintiff’s possession prior to the sum- 
mary award under section 16, Act XIV of 1859, 
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Evidence of title— continued, 

tinder which he was dispossessed, may be good evidence 
of his title, and must he considered. Bullubee 
Kant Bhitttaohabjeb o. Doobjo DhtjK Shikdab 

[7 W. B., 89 

16* ’ ■ Tossession, — 

dence Act, e, 110, — Specific Belief Act, 1877 1 s. 9 , — 
In a suit for possession, where the plaintiff proved 
that he had been in possession of the lands in dis- 
pute, and that he had been ousted by the defendants, 
who were unable to give any proof of their right so to 
oust him, or of a superior title, — Held (Pbinsbp, *71, 
dieeentiente) that the prior possession of the plain- 
tiff was primd facie evidence of title, and that he 
was entitled to a decree. Per Pbinsbp, J. — Proof 
of prior possession and of illegal dispossession are in 
themselves no evidence of title, except in a possessory 
suit under the Specific Relief Act (I of 1877). Sec- 
tion 110 of the Evidence Act applies only to actual 
and present possession, and does not declare generally 
that possession shall always be primd facie evidence 
of title. Kawa Manji v, Khowaz Nusaio 

[6 C. L. R., 278 

16. • ■ Posseseion * — 

Lands attached hy Oovernment as being disputed 
lands, — Disputes respecting the boundaries of the 
zemindaris of Yettiapooram and Ramnad in the dis- 
trict of Madura haviug led to acts of violence by the 
ryots, the Government, in the year 1836, to preserve 
the public peace attached the disputed lands and 
took possession for the benefit of the party to whom 
the lands should be judicially awarded. At and be- 
fore the time of the Government taking such pos- 
session, the zemindar of Yettiapooram was in posses- 
sion of certain lands adjacent to, and taken as a 
part of, the lands in dispute. The lands remained 
under attachment by Government for a period of 
neafly twenty years, no stepshaving been taken regard- 
ing them till the year 1855, when the zemindar of 
Yettiapooram brought a suit agsinst the Collector of 
Madura and the zemindar of RamnAd to recover 
possession of the land so formerly occupied by him, 
and for the mesne profits thereof while in the pos- 
session of the Government. Although no clear title 
in this suit was proved by either zemindar, it was 
held by the Courts in India, and affirmed on appeal 
by the Judicial Committee, that the fact of posses- 
sion of the lands by the zemindar of Yettiapooram 
before and at the time of the attachment by Govern- 
ment was, under the circumstances, evidence of title, 
and the Government was ordered to restore the 
lands to him. Zbmindab of Ramnad a. Zbmindab 
OF Yettiapoobam . . 10 Moore’s I. A., 47 

17. Proof of posses- 

sion. — Suit for possession. — In a suit to recover 
possession of two plots as parcels of the plaintiff’s 
ancestral jammai lands, the Court of first in- 
stance found that one plot was parcel, but was not 
satisfied that the other was so also. The lower 
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Evidence of title— continued. 

Appellate Court agreed with the first finding, but 
further found that there was sufficient evidence of 
possession to show that both plots were parcels of 
the jammai. Held^ reversing the decision of Field, 
J,, that on second appeal the High Court was not 
entitled to question the sufficiency of that evidence ; 
and, further, that one plot having been found to be 
parcel of the jammai, it was sufficient to give evi- 
dence of possession and ownership to prove that the 
other plot was also parcel. Vadabhai Harsidas v. 
Sub-Collector of Broach, 7 Bom., A, C., 82, dis- 
tinguished. Baboda Kanto Bebfabi v. Jodhis- 
TBEB Nath . . , . 10 C. L. B., 99 

18. ■ Registration 

after proclamation, — JEvidence of assertion of title, 
— The act of registration after a proclamation under 
section 20, Regulation XXXVll of 1793, amounts 
to a public, open, and notorious assertion of title on 
the one side, and the omission to register, unexplain- 
ed by proof of the ill-health of the claimant, or ab- 
sence in a distant country, or Ignorance, affords an 
equally strong presumption of the non-existence of 
any title on the other. Usddoollah v, Imaman 

[5 W. R., F. C., 26 : 1 Moore’s I. A., 19 

19. — Proof of title . — 

Registration in Collector's books . — Registration in 
the Collector’s books is not of itself a proof of title. 
Gobind Nath Sein v, Gobind Chttndeb Sbin 

[10 W. B., 893 

Amebboonissa Bibeb V, Woomabooddbbn Ma- 
homed Chowdhby . . 14 W, B., 49 

20. JSntry in Col* 

lectof^s books,— Proof of title. — The Collector’s 
book is kept for purposes of revemic, not for pur- 
poses of title, and the fact of a person’s name being 
entered in the Collector’s book as occupant of land 
docs not necessarily of itself establish that person’s 
title, or defeat the title of any other person. Fatma 
BOM Nvbi Saheb 9, Dabya Saheb 

[10 Bom., 187 

Collbctob of Poona v, Bhataneav Bal-; 
BBISHNA . . .10 Bom., 192 

Sangafa Malafa V, Bhimangowda Mabiafa 

[10 Bom., 194 

21. Co-proprietors . — 
Registration of shares in land . — Registration of 
land under Bengal Act VII of 1876 is not^ only no 
conclusive proof, but no evidence at all, upon the 
question of title of a proprietor so registered. Such 
registration does not relieve a plaintiff from the onus 
of proving his title to land claimed by him. Ram 
Bhusan Mahto 9. Jebli Mahto 

[1. L. B., 8 Calc., 863 

See also Sabaswati Dasi v, Dhanput Singh 
[I. I*. B., 9 Calc., 431 : 12 C. L. B., 12 
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1. EVIDENCE AND PROOF OP TITLE 
— continued, 

(a) GbnebjllXiY — continued, 

IBvidence of title — continued, 

22* Miraei tiile,^ 

JPayment of rent, — Presumption, — Continuous pay- 
ment of rent for about a hundred years held to ^ive 
rise to a presumption that the tenant held under a 
mirasi title. BbajanatHj Kundtt Chowdhbt *. 
Laehi Nabayan Addi . . 7 B. Ij* B., 211 

23. Title confirmed 
hy decree, — Where a proprietary title is affirmed by 
a decree, the property is not subsequently held under 
the decree alone, but under the original title. 
Ambit Kooeb v. Hoof Koobb 

[2 N. W., 469 ; Agra, P. B., Ed. 1874, 240 

(i) Long Possession. 

24. Title hy long 

possession, — A dverse possession, — Limitation. — 
Twelve years’ continuous possession of land by a 
wrong-doer not only bars the remedy and extinguishes 
the title of the rightful ow^ner, but confers a good 
title upon the wrong-doer. Semhle, — Su<;h title may 
be transferred to a third person whilst it is in course 
of acquisition, and before it has been perfected by 
possession. GossAiN Dass Cuunder v. Issub 
Chundeb Nath . . I. L. R., 3 Calo., 224 

See Golhck Chundeb Masanta v, Nundo 
C ooMAB Roy 

[I. Ii. B., 4 Calc., 699 : 3 C. L. R., 460 

26. Title hy longpos^ 

session. — Adverse possession.— Limi tation. — Grant 
made hy wife during absence of husband. — A wife, 
during the prolonged absence of her husTband, w'ho 
>vas erroneously supposed to be dead, acting in ex- 
cess of the limited powders of a wife in possession of 
her absent husband’s property, made a mirasi 
grant of a portion of her husband’s estate. 'I’he 
grantee entered into and remsined in possession for 
upwards of twelve years. Held that the position of 
the grantee was not that of a lessee, and that his 
possession (although in its inception an act of tres- 
pass against the husband) having continued for up- 
wards of twelve years, had perfected bis title to the 
lands. One who holds possession on behalf of an- 
other does not, by mere denial of that other’s title, 
make his possession adverse, so as to give himself 
the benefit of the statute of limitation. Be joy 
Chundeb Baneejee v. Rally Pbosonno Mookeb- 
JEB . . I. Xi. B., 4 Calc., 327 

20. Declaration of 

title. — Adverse possession, — Variation between 
pleading and proof. — A declaration of title may be 
made upon proof of twelve years’ adverse possession. 
Such declaration cannot, however, be given on a 
title not distinctly stated in the plaint or in the 
issues. Shibo Kumabi Dbbi v. Govind Shaw 
Tanti . . . . I. L. B., 2 Calc., 418 


TITLE — continued, 

1. EVIDENCE AND PROOF OF TITLE 

— continued. 

(h) Long Possession — continued. 

Evidence of continued. 

27. Suit for declara* 

Hon of title,— Fdilure to prove stated title, — Title 
hy long possession. — In a suit for a declaration of 
title to a share of landed estate, although the plain- 
tiffs fail to satisfy the Court that their title to the 
land has been acquired in the way they state, yet if 
it is admitted that they have been in possession for 
more than twelve years, the effect of such possession 
is to extinguish other titles, if these existed, and the 
plaintiffs ought to have the declaration sought. 
Ram Lochun Chuckebbutty v. Ram Soondeb 
Chuckeebutty . . .20 W. R., 104 

JuoauT Chundeb v. Banee Madhub Banebjeb 

[23 W, B., 206 

28. ; Proof of title . — 

Possession for period of limitation. — Plaintiff 
stating that he was obstructed in the cultivation of 
certain land which belonged to him, asked that the 
obstruction be removed and damages granted. The 
damages were disallowed, but the Civil Judge made 
a declaration of title in the plaintiff’s favour, basing 
that entitlement on the stetuto of limitations. Held 
that where a man seeks a declaration of a title other 
than the possession which he has, mere possession 
for the period of the statute will not justify the 
declaration, which, allowing it to be made, ought to 
be based upon a finding of the title alleged by plain- 
tiff, and not upon the existence of a possession for 
the period required by the statute to bar the action 
of another. Accordingly, the lower Appellate Court 
was required to return a finding on the issue “ whe- 
ther the title asserted by plaintiff is proved.” Tibu- 
MALASAMI KbDDI V, RAMA SaMI ReDDI 

[6 Mad., 420 

29. Proof of title. — Suit for decla- 
ration of title. — Adverse possession. — Ca^e made 
in plaint. — Where a specific title has been alleged, 
but not proved, and the plaintiff endeavours to succeed 
in the first Court or second Court of Appeal upon a 
title by twelve years’ adverse possession, he must be 
prepared to show that this other title by twelve 
years’ adverse possession was raised in the Court of 
first instance wdth sufficient clearness to enable his 
adversary to understand that he claimed to succeed 
as well by twelve years’ adverse possession ns by the 
specific title alleged. Keishna Chubn Baisack v. 
Peotab Chundeb Subma . I. Ii. B., 7 Calc., 660 

30. Adverse posses- 

sion. — Unregistered deed of sale, — On the 18th 
January 1876 plaintiff became purchaser at a Court’s 
sale of the right, title, and interest of O. and N. in 
a shop, and, having bto obstructed hy defendant in 
obtaining possossion of it, sued to recover it from 
him. The plaint was filed on the 27th January 
1877. Defendant answered that he purchased it 
from O, under a deed of sale dated 6th January 
1865, and that ho had been in possession since that 
day. The deed of sale was not admitted in evidence 
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(i) Long Possession— 

Proof of title--continued, 

for want of registration, but it was found that de- 
fendant had been in possession as owner since 6th 
January 1865. Held that, although the defendant 
could not prove a title by purchase, it was open to 
him to establish liis title without the aid of the deed 
of sale ; that his possession of the premises for more 
than twelve years prior to tho institution of the suit 
was adverse both to O, and N., and that the claim of 
the plaintiff, who was assignee of their interest, was 
consequently barred. Balaram Nemchand v. Appa^ 
9 Bom,, 121, explained; Somu OurruJeal v. Ban- 
gammal, 7 Mad,^ 13, referred to and followed. 
Sambhubhai Kabsandass V, Shitlaldass Saba- 
. . . I. Ii. B., 4 Bom., 89 

81. Long posses- 

cion. — Liability to assessment of revenue, — A title to 
hold land free from assessment to revenue cannot be 
'acquired by any length of possession revenue-free. 
Sborktaey op State pob India in Codncid v. 
Ham Ugbah Sinob , . 1. li. B., 7 All., 140 

2. MISCELLANEOUS CASES. 

82. Bight to raise question of 
title. — Boundary dispute,— Suit for possession.— In 
a Iwundary dispute the title of the plaintiff is not, 
except under very peculiar circumstances, open to. 
attack ; but when the plaintiff sues for possession of 
property in the defendant’s hands, not as forming part 
of another estate, but claiming a right thereto under 
a superior title, then the defendant has a right to 
call the plaintiff’s title in question. Ramchundbb 
Banebjeb v, Muddunmouun Tbwabbb 

[W. B., 1864, 855 

83. Suit for posses- 
sion of land held under superior holders. — The 
plaintiff sued to recover possession of certain lands 
said to have been included in a talooka pottah given 
him by the zemindars, alleging that the defendants 
were obstructing his possession. For the defence it 
was averred that these lands fell within a 9 annas 
share which belonged to one D., and that by process 
of sale they became the right of other parties under 
whom defendants held as lessees. Held that, not- 
withstanding the parties to this suit held under a 
superior landholder, plaintiff was entitled to have 
his title put in issue and determined. NAairB 
Chand V. DooBaA Doss Chowdhby 

[11 W. B., 187 

See Dinomonbb Banbbjbb v, Qybutoollah Khan 

[2 W. B., 188 

84. Onus probandi. — Proof of 

title. — Suit for confirmation of title and declaratory 
decree. — When a plaintiff sues for confirmation of 
possession and seeks a declaratory decree, he must 
make out his title affirmatively. If the Indian 
Courts agree in holding that he has not done so. 


TITJoSm— continued, 

2. MISCELLANEOUS CASES— 

Onus probandi— 

even thougli the High Court may not havfe attended 
to the depositions of material witnesses, the Judicial 
Committee will not disturb the decision of the High 
Court. Tobab Ally c. Mahomed Tukkbh 

[19 W. B., P. C., 1 

86. Claim under 
particular title, — Presumption,— a plaintiff 
claims, not under any general right of inheritance, 
but expressly under a deed, he must prove that deed : 
no legal presumption as to the contents of the deed 
can arise from a consideration of what the party, 
through whom he claims, would have been entitled 
to by the law of inheritance, had there been such a 
deed. Mooad Muluce v. Belat Mullice 

[9W.B.,385 

88. Possession , — 

Proof of title and possession. — Suit for injunction,— 
Hindu law. — K. C., a Hindu, died in March 1864, pos- 
sessed, among certain other property, of a house, and 
leaving three sons, M., B., and T, He also left a will, 
of he which appointed iZ. executor, -and declared that 
“ the whole of my estate, both real and personal, and 
the existing shop, you, B,, are the proprietor of the 
whole.” H. was directed to furnish the expenses of 
the household and carry on the shop, and pay for 
religious obseiwances, &c. The testator then left 
legacies to his daughters and others, but made no 
mention of his sons B. and T, B. applied for probate 
of the will and a caveat was entered by B., but tho 
opposition was withdrawn on a compromise, and the 
will was proved; the compromise, however, was 
never carried out. In August 1866 B. died, leaving 
a son, M., and his two brothers, B. and T., surviving 
him, and having made a will appointing T. executor, 
and giving him tho power of dealing with ail the 
property. T, applied for probate, but was opposed 
by M . ; but on 23rd May 1867 probate was granted. 
On 26th March 1867 B, and T. mortgaged a two- 
third share in the house to the defendant, and on de- 
fault in payment of the mortgage-debt, the defendant 
obtained a decree for payment or sale on 6th January 

1868. On I7th August 1867 T. mortgaged the 
whole house to the plaintiffs to secure payment of 
money borrow^ed to carry out A.*s will. The plaintiffs 
obtained a decree for foreclosure on 15th July 

1869, and subsequently a decree for possession. In 
a suit brought by the plaintiffs in possession, alleging 
that the defendant’s mortgage and decree threw a 
cloud on their title, and that they would be injured 
by the sale, the plaint prayed that the defendant 
might be restrained by injunction from proceeding to 
sale, and his mortgage be brought into Court and 
cancelled. Held thnt, to entitle them to relief, they 
must prove their title as well as their possession, and 
on failure to do so the suit must be dismissed. 
Rooflall Khettby V. Mohbndbo Nath Boy 

[10 B. Ii. B.» 271, note 

87. False deed set up in sup- 
port of rightftll claim. — A party is not precluded 
from succeeding upon a title established by a genuine 
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Tmj3 — continued. 

2. MISCELLANEOUS CASES-^ontinued. 

False deed set up in support of rightful 
claim — dontinued. , • 

deed, because he sets up a false deed which, if 
treated as a conveyance and not as a mere confirma- 
tion, may be inconsistent with that title. Patta- 
BHlBAMIBB V. VbBOATAEOW NaICKEN 

[7 R If. P. 136 : 16 W. R., 86 
18 Moore’s I. A., 660 

88. Transfer of property.— 

MelinquieTmeni of dur-mokurrari lease. — Necessity 
for eonveyance.^'WhcTQ a dur-mokurrari has been 
granted and then relinquished for valuable considera- 
tion to the grantors, no formal reconveyance is neces- 
sary to revest tho title in the latter. Imambandi 
. Begitm ». Kuhleswabi Pbbshad 

[R B., 13 1. A., 160 ; I. L. B., 14 Calc., 109 

TITliB OP SUIT, IRREGULABITr 
IN- 

See High Court, Jubisdiction op— High 
C ouBT, Calcutta— Civil. 

[2 Ind. Jur„ N, S., 246 

TITLEtDEEDS. 

See Cases under Deposit op Titlb- 


— Delivery of, for specific purpose. 

See Attorney and Client. 

[16 B. L. R„ Ap.; 16 

Possession of- 
fices Evidence— Civil Cases— Mode op 
DEALING with EVIDENCE. 

[2 W. R., P. O., 167 
8 Moore’s I. A., 4 

— Production of— 

See Inspection op Documents. 

[6 Bom., O. C., 162 

I. Jj. R., 1 Bom., 496 
I. Ii. R., 11 Calc., 665 
I. L. R., 10 Calc., 808 

See Onus Phobandi— Declaration op 
Title • . 6 B. R R., 144 

See Title— Evidence and Proop op 
Title— GENEBALL t . 6 B. R B., 144 
[19 W. R., 162 

Suit to recover— 

See Jurisdiction- Suits pob Land — 
General Cases. 

[I. R R., 4 Calc., 822 

TITRESS OP HONOUR. 

See Plaint— Form and Contents op 
Plaint— Dependants. 

[12 R R R., 443; 446, note 


TODA GABAS HAQ. 

See Duties. 

[2 Bom., 258 : 2nd Ed., 239 
7 Bom., A. C., 50 

‘ See Limitation Act, 1877, art. 144— 
Interest in Immoveable Property. 

[18 B. R R., 264 

See Pensions Act, 1871, ss. 3 and 4. 

[I. R B., 1 Bom., 203 
I. R R., 4 Bom., 443 
I. 1j. R., 5 Bom., 408 
See Pensions Act, 1871, s. 11. 

[1. R B., 4 Bom., 482 

TODDY. . 

See Bombay Abkari Act, 1878, s. 14 and 

s. 24 . . I. L. R., 6 Bom., 898 

[L‘R R., 9 Bom., 462 

See Bombay Revenue Jurisdiction 
Act, 1876 . I. L. R., 9 Bom., 462 

See Jurisdiction op Civil Court— Rev- 
enue . . I. R R., 9 Bom., 462 

TOLLS. 

1. Lessee of tolls. --Act Till of 

1851 . — A lessee of tolls was held not to be. a person 
employed in the management and collection of tolls 
within the meaning of Act VIII of 1851. In the 
MATTER OP Banka Bihari Ohosr 

[2 B. R B., A. Cr., 17 : U W. B., 26 

2. Illegal collection of tolls. — 

Act VIII of 1851, 8, 6. — Public road . — To justify 
a conviction under section 6, Act VIII of 1851, for 
illegal collection of a toll on a public road, it was 
necessary that the road should be a public roatl within 
the meaning of section 2 of the Act. In be Naren- 
DEONARAIN SiNGH . . .6 “W. B., Or., 48 

3. Illegal demand of tolL— 
VIII of 1851, 8. 6. — Summary offence . — A charge of 
an illegal demand of toll under Act VIII of 1851, sec- 
tion 6, ought not to be dealt with summarily under 
Chapter XVIII of the Criminal Procedure Code, 1872. 
ITie power of levying tolls under Act VIII of 1851 is 
vested in the Lieutenant-Governor of Bengal, and is 
restricted to levying tolls only at the toll-bar : the 
establishment of a toll must be by some distinct 
resolution of the Government notified in some way or 
other by the Government. The word “extortion- 
ately ” in section G of Act VIII of 1851 is not used in 
tho same sense as it is used in the Penal Code, but as 
meaning an unlawful demand of toll accompanied by 
pressure, the pressure in this case being the exercise 
of the powers indicated in section 3 of the Act by 
seizing the complainant’s horses and carts and detain- 
ing them until the toll was paid* Uttom Chunder 
Gangooly V . Issue Chunder Mookerjee 

[22 W.B.,Or,'7e 

TOUTS. . 

See Oasis vnsbb Dakacmb— Scitb *ob 
Dahasbs— Tobis. 
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TOBTS — continued. 

See Cab^s undbr DAMAaBB— M basuiib 
AND ASBBSSMBKT OB DaMAGBS— 

Tortb, 

TOBTUKE. 

See Abetment— Toetubb. 

[7 W. B., Or., 8 
21 W. B., Or., 11 

See Police Obfigbe , 7 W. B., Cr,, 8 
TOTAL LOSS. 

See Inbukance — Maeine Insueancb. 

[8 B. L. B., 218 : 7 B. L. B., 847 
3 Bom., A. C., 1 
Bourke, O. C., 17, 228 

TOWAGE, LIEN FOB— 

See Bottomry Bond . 6 B. L. B., 328 

TOWAGE CONTBACT. 

See Action in ebm. 

[1. L. B., 10 Calc., 866 

TOWING, BULES FOB— 

See Stbam-tugs . • 1 Hyde, 203 

[2 W. B., P, C., 61 : 8 Moore’s I. A., 108 

TOWN DUTIES, BOMBAY. 

Act XIX of 1844, — Suit to 
a tax on cotton and cotton seeds purchased in, 
and exported from. Broach. — Cess illegal. — Agency, 
— Trust. — The plaintiff, manager and part proprie- 
tor of a Vallabhacharya temple at Broach, sued 
the defendant to establish the right of the temple 
to levy a cess on cotton and .cotton seed purchased 
in Broach and exported from it. The defendant 
denied the plaintiff’s right and contended (inter 
alia) that, even if the right existed until 1844, it 
was then abolished by Act XIX of that year, which 
“ enacted that from the first day of October 1844 
all town duties, kusubviras, mohtarphas, baluti taxes, 
and cesses of every kind on trades and professions, 
under whatsoever name, levied within the Presi- 
dency of Bombay, and not forming a part of the 
land revenue, shall be abolished.” Held that Act 
XIX of 1844 applied to the cess claimed by the 
plaintiff. The expression “cesses of every kind” 
included the cess on cotton and cotton seeds, and 
absolutely put an end to the right, if any existed, of 
the Government or of any private individual of levy- 
ing the same. Meld, also, the suit could not be 
regarded as a suit for money had and received by the 
d<ffendaut to the plaintiff’s use, or as one ‘to recover 
money received by the defendant as trustee or agent. 
QOSVAMI SEBI PUEUSHOTAMJl MaHABAJ V. BoBB 

[I. L. B., 8 Bom., 888 

TBADB, CONTBACT IN BESTBAINT 
OP— 

See Cases undbb Contbact Act, s. 27. 


TBADE MABK. 

See DamaGKS—MeASUEB AND ASSESSMENT 
OF Damages— ' loETs. 

[I. L. B., 10 Bom.^ 617 
See Injunction — Special Cases— Tbadb 
Mark., . 8 B. L, B., Ap., 4 

. Cor., 160 

^ Injimotion to restraiu use of 

trade marks. — Combination of figures,— lUlm 
plaintiffs, from 1872, im])orted and sold an article 
described as 7^ib grey shirtings, and marked as 
follows : “ In the centre of each piece of cloth a 
stamp in blue colour of a turtle in a star, with the' 
words * trade mark ; ’ underneath, in a semi-circular 
form, is the name ‘Fleming, Galbraith, & Co., 
Manchester,’ and under this the number 89 within a 
star, and at the bottom of each piece the number 
2008.” In 1877 the plaintiffs discovered that the 
defendants were importing from the same manu- 
facturers, and selling cloth of a similar quality 
marked as follows : “ A stamp in blue colour of a rose 
in a square; underneath are the words ‘Kalli and 
Mavrojani.’ arranged in a semi-circular form, and 
under this the number 89 in a star, and at the bot- 
tom the number 2008.” On the facts of the case the 
lower Court (Maopheeson, J») granted an interim 
injunction to restrain the defendants from sO mark- 
ing their cloth, on the ground that it was a colourable 
imitation of the plaintiffs’ mark and calculated to 
mislead the nublic ; and on appeal the Court (Gaeth, 
C. J., and Maeyby, J) upheld that decision so far as 
to continue the injunction. Held per Gaeth, C. J, 
— If the imitation of the plaintiffs* marks generally, 
or the use of the number 2008 in particular, would 
be calculated to deceive or mislead the public, the 
defendants ought to be restrained from such use or 
imitation. Under the circumstances the use of their 
marks by the defendants would be calculated to deceive 
the public into the belief that they were purchasing 
goods imported by the plaintiffs. Per Maekby, J. 
— The number 2008 was not part of the plaintiffs’ 
trade mark proper : nor ou the evidence was it so 
associated with the plaintiffs’ name as to indicate to 
the public that the goods bearing that number came 
only from the plaintiffs’ firm as importers; on the 
evidence it was merely a quality mark, and therefore 
not calculated to mislead the public into th^ belief 
that they were purchasing the plaintiffs’ goods while 
in fact they were purchasing those imported by the 
defendants. Semble, — There may be a right to ex- 
clusive use of a trade mark by traders who are 
importers only. Ralli e. Fleming 

[I. L. B., 8 Calc., 417 : 2 O. L. B., 83 

2, Bight to use of trade mark. — 

Mival traders.— Similarity of name,— Ho trader im- 
porting goods can lawfully adopt a trade mar]^ which 
is calculated to cause his goods to bear in the market 
the same name as those of a rival trader. Taylob v, 
ViEABAMi . L L. B., 6 Mad., 108 

3^ Bestralning use of trade 

mark. — Evidence of fraud* — The ground upon 
which a perdon is restrained from using another’s • 
trade mark is that he is gaining an advantage by the 
use of a particular trade ma^k which is the property 
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TRADE MARE.— Bestraining use of trade 

mSiTls,-~‘OonUnued, 

of another. It is not necessary to prove intentional 
fraadj or to show that persons haye been actually 
deceived. It is sufficient if the Court be satisfied 
tl^t the reaomblance is such as would he likely to 
cause the one mark to be mistaken for the other. 
Ewiira V. Gbaitt, Smith, & Co. . 2 Hyde, 185 
Balfoub & Co. V . Kilbubn & Co . 

[1 Hyde, 270 

4. PoBsession and use of trade 

mark. — U$erin foreign market — Abandonment — 
.Msioppel by eonduot. — Such possession and use of a 
trade mark in one market as to constitute a right in 
it| establishes in the owner thereof an exclusive right 
to that trade mark in other markets, although the 
owner may not have used it in such markets. To 
constitute a mark a trade mark, it must liave been 
adopted as a symbol devised to distinguish a particu* 
lar class of go^s as the goods of that class manufac- 
tured or selected by a particular manufacturer or 
merchant. Where the plaintiffs by their conduct led 
the defendant to believe that they claimed no right to 
a certain trade mark, and that it was open to the 
defendant to adopt it as his own, and the defendant 
did adopt it, and by his industiy secured a wide 
popularity for it in the Indian market, — Meld that 
the plaintiffs were estopped from denying the defend- 
ant’s right to use the trade mark in the Indian 
market. liAVSBaiTB v. Hooper 

[I. li. R., S Mad., 149 

TRADER. 

See iKSOiVBirr Act, s. 7. 

[I. li. R., 7 Bom., 411 
1. Ii. R., 13 Calo., 68 

See Insolvent Act, s. 60. 

[1. L. B., 6 Bom., 1 
2 Hyde, 1,177 
7 Bom., O. C., 22 

TRADESMAN’S ACCOUNT. 

See Small Cause Court, Presidency 
Towns— J ueisdiction —Generally. 

[1. li. R., 2 Bom., 570 

TRANSFER BY ENDORSEMENT. 

See Stamp Act, 1869, ss. 34, 41. 

[L L. R., 3 Calc., 347 

Instrument of— 

See Stamp Act, 1869, soh. II, art. 38. 

[L L. R., 2 Calc., 388 

TRANSFER OF CIVIL CASE. 

Col. 

L General Cases .... 6013 
2. Letters Patent, High Court, ol. 13 6019 
8. Ground bob Transfer • . . 6022 

1. GENERAL CASES. 

1 . . Power to transfer.— Nad. Ueg. 

IV of 1816, s, 26 —Village Muneif— Jurisdiction . — 


TRANSFER OF CIVIL CASE— ooiiWwmscL 

1. GENERAL CASES— continued. 

Power to transfer— 

In a suit under Regulation IV of 1816, the defendant 
having objected to the Village Mnnsif trying the suit 
on the ground of personal hostility, the Muusif trans- 
ferred the suit to ‘another Village Munsif. Meld 
that this transfer was illegal. Ver Hutchins. «7.— 
Semble ^ — In such a case the Village Munsif should 
reprt the facts to the District Court, and the 
District Judge should transfer the case for trial 
to another Village Munsif. Larshmarra v. Bali 
[IIi.R.,8Mad., 500 

2. Transfer to Mun^ 

of Small Cause Court suit . — A suit within the 
cognisance of the Small Cause Court cannot be law- 
fully transferred for trial to a Munsif’s Court. 
Joobraj Ohowrbbdar u. Whelan 

[13 W. B., 390 

3. ■ ' ■ ' — ■ ■' ' Case remanded 

for local inquiry . — A case remanded to a District 
Judge for the purpose of a local inquiry cannot be 
transferred to a Subordinate Judge for disposal. 
Chowdry Hamedoollah V . Muteeoonissa Bibbb 

[15 W. B., 574 

4. ■' ■' - — — i. .I.-. I ■ Power of Judge 

to transfer case under Act XVI of 1868 . — A Judge 
had no authority under Act XVI of 1868 to order a 
Subordinate Judge to try proceedings in execution of 
a decree which were a portion of the original civil 
suit tried by himself. Aftabooddeen Ahmed v, 
Mohinee Mouun Doss . . 15 W. R., 4& 

5. • Peng. Civil Courts 

Act, VI of 1871, s. 19 . — Though a Subordinate Judge 
may very properly, if ho find the subject-matter of a 
suit to l)e of the value of less than 111,000, transfer 
it for trial to a Muusif, yet a Subordinate Judge is 
empowered under section 19, 'Act VI of 1871, to try 
causes of any value. Sufeeoollah Siboar v. 
Begum Bibeb . . . 25 W. B., 

0. Civil Procedure 

Code, 1859, s. 6 . — Withdrawal of suits from 
subordinate Courts. — Remand by higher Court . — 
Fresh suit . — The power given hy section 6 of Act 
VIII of 1859 to a Zillah Judge for the withdrawal of 
suits from subordinate Courts should only bo exer- 
cised upon cause shown, and ordinarily not without 
opportunity given to the parties to the suit to bo 
heard upon the question. The terms of section 6 were 
itiapplioablc to suits which the subordinate Court had 
received by order of remand from a Court to which 
the District Court was itself subordinate. A suit sent 
by the High Court to a subordinate Court under 
a remand to the High Court by Her Majesty’s order 
in Council, and in which, under the Council’s remand 
order, the plaint has been amended, a new statement 
filed, and new issues framed, is substantially a ne\y 
suit. Mahomed Zahoor Ali Khan v. Rutta Kun- 
wooB 2 N. W., 481 

7. Civil Procedure 

Code, 1859, s, 6.— Transfer Of part^heard case to bo 
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TBAKSFEB OF CIVIL CASE-coneinttad. 

1. GENERAL CAB^S-^oontinued, 

Power to transfer— 

completed in another Court, — Section 6 of Act VIII 
of 1859 did not authorise tho taking a case in pro- 
gress of trial off the hie of a Subordinate Judge in 
order that it might be completed by the Judge himself, 
or some other Court. It is clear that such transfer 
must take place on the institution of the suit. Ram 
Nath v, Gowhue . . ' . 2 N. W., ^0 

DUHBBS SaHOO V , JUGDHAEBB . 18 W. B., 388 
Abdool Eye v, Maceab . . 23 W. B., 1 

8. Civil Procedure 

Code, 1859, e. 6, — TSramfer after evidence has been 
taken, — Quaere, — Whether a case could be transferred 
from one Court to another, under section 6, after the 
evidence had been taken in tho former Court. As- 
MEDH Koonwab V , Taylbb. Khobshed Ali V, 
Tayleb .... W. B., 1864, 16 

9. Civil Procedure 

Code, 1859, s, 6, — Suit brought whilst Court is 
closed for vacation . — The Court of tho Plincipal 
Sudder Ameen of Thana being closed during vaca- 
tion, a plaint which, under section 6 of the Civil 
Procedure Code, ought to have been instituted in 
that Court, was, by tlic order of the District Judge, 
referred for trial to the Assistant Judge, entered in 
the register of suits in the Judge^s Court, and tried 
by the Assistant Judge. Meld, reversing the decree 
of tlie District Court in appeal, that it was not law- 
ful for the J udge to refer the suit, without its hav- 
ing first been instituted in the Principal Sudder 
Ameen’s Court. Motilal Ramdas v. Jamnadas 
Jayebdas . . 2 Bom., 42 : End Ed., 40 

10. Civil Procedure 
Code, 1859, s. 6. — District Court. — Power to receive 
plaint when lowest Court closed. — Where a plaintiff 
presented a plaint to the District Court, the Subor- 
dinate Judge’s Court, in which he ought to have 
presented it, being then temporarily closed, it was 
held that the District Court could not be considered 
a Court of first instance, competent to receive the 
plaint. The decision in In re Oanesh Sadashiv, 5 
Mom., A. C., 117, overruled; and Motilal Ramdas 
V. Jamnadas Javerdas, 2 Mom., A. C,, 42, followed. 
Ramaya Elafa V. Muhamadbhai . 10 ^m., 496 

11. Civil Procedure 
Code, 1859, ss. 5 and 6, — Jurisdiction. — Meld that 
though both suits were properly cognisable by the 
Court at Cawnpore, yet the Sudder Court’s order, 
which it was competent to pass under section 6, Act 
VIll of 1859, gave jurisdiction to the Principal Sud- 
der .^een of another district, whose decision was 
not liable to be set aside for want of jurisdiction, in 
reference to tho provisions of section 5 of that enact- 
ment. Ram Bhe: v, Gibdhabbk Lall 

[1 Agra, 178 

12. - - Evidence recorded 

one officer and decision given by another, — A suit 

for enhancement was filed under Act X of 1859, in 
the Court of a Deputy Collector. The issues were 


TBANSFEB OF CIVIL CASE— coafiaiwA 
1. GENERAL CASES — continued. 

Power to transfer— eoN<m«s<f. 

framed and the evidence recorded by an Assistant 
Collector, apparently not invested with the powers 
of a Deputy Collector, who wrote a report recom- 
mending the mode in which the suit should be dis- 
posed of. It was then disposcjd of by another De- 
puty Collector who was probably acting at the time 
as Collector. Meld that there was no power to trans- 
fer the case, and that the procedure by which the suit 
was heard by one officer and decided by another wa^ 
illegal. Hubdyal Oopudhya v. Mahomed Naebm 
[1 N. W., Part II, p. 19 ; Ed. 1873, 79 

13, Civil "Procedure 

Code, 1859, ss, 5 and 6, — Where a District Court 
had jurisdiction under section 6, Act VIII of 1859, 
to try a suit, and defendant made no application to 
the Judge, or communication to the plaintiff, with a 
view to its being tried in a different district, the case 
was held to be not one for the exercise of any special 
power by the High Court for that purpose. Ebisto 
Dass Koondoo V , Issdb Chundbb Chowdhby 

[U W. B., 189 

14, Civil Procedure 

Code, 1859, s, 6. --Notification giving jurisdiction 
cbs Small Cause Court. — Power to transfer pending 
cases. — Where, on 3rd March 1870, tlio Government 
issued a notificatiou under sections 4 and 5, Madras 
Act IV of 1863, investing the Additional Principal 
Sudder Ameen of Mangalore with exclusive jurisdic- 
tion to try Small Cause suits for sums under R500 
within the jurisdiction of the District Munsif,— ATeW 
that the Munsif had no power after the notification 
to transfer to the Principal Sudder Ameen an appli- 
cation pending before himself at the date of the 
notification under section 6 of the Civil Procedure 
Code, 1859, the notification not being retrospective 
in its operation. Nabayana Malya v. Govind 
Shbtty 6 Mad., 18 

15, Civil Procedure 
Code, 1859, s. Vi, —Power of Sudder Courts . — Sec- 
tion 13, Act VIII of 1859, enacted that, where a suit 
was brought for immoveable property situated within 
districts subject to diff ercut Sudder Courts, the J udge 
in whose Court the suit was brought should apply to 
the Sudder Court to which he was subject for authority 
to proceed, and the Sudder Court to which the ap- 
plication was made, with the concurrence of the other 
Sudder Court within whose jurisdiction tho property 
was partly situated, might give authority to proceed. 
But no power was expressly given iu the section cited, 
or .elsewhere in the Act, to direct the transfer of a 
suit brought in a Court subordinate to one Sudder 
Court to a Court subordinate to another judder 
Court. Quaere, — Whether Sudder Courts acting in 
concurrence had power to make such a transfer. 
Skiitnbe alias Nawab Mibza v, Obdb 

[L L. B., 2 Aa, 241 

16, Civil Procedure 
lode, 1859, s, 13. — Family domains of the Maha- 
raja of Menares, — Meld, following S. A. No. 969 of 
1877» decided the 14th Decomlwr 1877, that the 
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1. GENERAL CASES — continued. 

Power to transfer — continued, 

provisions of section 13 of Act YlII of 1859 were 
not applicable in a case in which a portion of the 
immoveable property was situate within the limits of 
the family domains of the Maharaja of Benares, 
those domains not constituting a district within the 
meaning of that section. Nath Dass o. 

Eakkan Mal . . I. L. B., 3 AIL, 568 

17. Civil Procedure 

Codet 1877, s. 24. — Place of suing,— grounds for 
transfer, — Action 34 of the Civil Procedure Code 
does not empower a High Court to transfer a suit 
instituted within its own jurisdiction to the jurisdic- 
tion of another High Court, but only to declare in 
which Court a suit shall proceed, and, if necessary, to 
stay all further proceedings within its own juris^c- 
tion. The defendants in a suit instituted at Main- 
puri, who resided and can*ied on business at Surat, 
applied under section 24 of the Civil Procedure Code 
that the suit might be tried at Surat, on the ground 
that it would be tried with greater convenience to 
them at that place. Held that there being no balance 
in favour of either justice or convenience on tlio side 
of the Surat Court, the suit should proceed at Main- 
puri. Tula Ram v, Habjiwan Dass 

[I. L. B., 6 AIL, 60 

18. Civil Procedure 
Code, 1877y s, 28, — Power of High Court, — The 
High Court cannot make an order of transfer of a 
case under section 25 of the Code of Civil Procedure 
unless the Court from which the transfer is sought 
to be made has jurisdiction to try it. Peaey Lall 
Mozoomdab V, Komal Eishobe Dassia 

[L li. B., 6 Calo., 30 

19. Civil Procedure 

Code, 1877, s, 25, — Transfer from Court in which 
a suit has been wrongly instituted. — A suit for the 
infringement of certain inventions, instead of being 
instituted in the Court having, by virtue of section 
22 of Act XV of 1859, jurisdiction to entertain it, 
was instituted in a Court subordinate to such Court 
not having such jurisdiction. The Court having 
jurisdiction to entertain such suit, at the joint request 
of the parties, transferred it for trial to itself under 
section 25 of the Civil Procedure Code, and tried it. 
Held in the High Court that, inasmuch as the parties 
had assented to the transfer of the suit, and its trans- 
fer brought it into^ the right Court, the fact that the 
suit had been originally instituted in. the wrong Court 
did not render the transfer illegal, and the Court 
having jurisdiction had properly tried the suit. Pet- 
man V, Bull . . . I. Ij. B., 5 AH., 371 

But held by the Privy Council (reversing this deci- 
sion)' that under section 25 of the Civil Procedure 
Code the superibr Court cannot make an order of. 
transfer of a case unless the Court from which the 
transfer is sought to be made has jurisdiction to try 
it. Peary L<dl Mozoomdar v. Komal Kishore Has^ 
sia, I, L, R,, 6 Calc., 30, approved. A suit having 
been instituted in the Court of the Subordinate Judge, 
who was incompetent to try it, the case was transfer- 
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1. GENERAL CASES—coM^iatMC^. 

Power to trajiBfer— continued, 

red by consent of parties to the Court of the District 
Judge for convenience of trial. Held that such 
transfei‘enc6 was incompetent, and that such consent 
did not operate as a waiver of the plea to the juris- 
diction which was taken in the defendant's written 
statement and subsequently insisted upon. Ledoabd 
V , Bull 

[L. B., 13 L A., 134: L L. B., 9 AIL, 191 

20. Civil Procedure 

Code, 1882, s, 331,— Claim below ordinary pecuniary 
limit. — By virtue of section 647 of the Code of Civil 
Procedure, a superior Court may, for sufficient cause, 
transfer a claim, registered under section 831, to a 
subordinate Court for trial. Sithalabshmi v, Vy- 
THiLiNGA . . I. L. B., 8 Mad., 548 

21. - ' Reasons for trans- 

fer, — Amending issues, — Procedure on transfer, — The 
mere transfer of a suit for the convenience of the 
public, or for the acceleration of business, from one 
subordinate Court to another, docs not affect the 
authority of the Judge of the District Court to trans- 
fer it to his own file, or to another Court, or to re- 
transfer it, if he see sufficient cause for so doing ; nor 
Would the circumstance that a case had been up on 
ap])eal to the High Court on a preliminary point, and 
been remanded for a trial on the merits, limit the 
authority of the District Court Judge to bring it upon 
his own file, or to transfer it to the file of a Court 
other than that in which it was instituted. The 
omission of the Judge to assign his reason for trans- 
ferring the case does not vitiate his proceeding. When 
a Judge transfers a case to his own file, he is at liber- 
ty to amend the issues first laid down, and to raise 
additional issues, and to go into the whole case, ex- 
cept upon any question upon which there has been 
a judicial finding. Tabucenath MoDeebjbb v, 
Goubeb Chubb Mooxebjbb . 3 W. B., 147 

22. • ■ Procedure on transfer. — Evi- 

dence of witnesses, — Where a suit which was filed 
originally before a’ Principal Sudder Ameen, who had 
fixed the issues and recorded the evidence of wit- 
nesses, is transferred by a Judge to his own file, the 
Judge, his Court being a Court of original jurisdic- 
tion, ought to have the witnesses before him and 
take their evidence de novo, Unnofoobna v. Hub- 
BULLUB Singh . . . .8 W. B., 465 

23. Civil Procedure 
Code, 1882, s. 25, — Court to which suit is transferred 
not talcing fresh evidence, — Where the trial of a 
suit was commenced by a Subordinate Judge and 
then transferred by the District Judge to.his own file 
under section 25 of the Civil Procedure Code, and the 
latter did not retake the evidence, but dealt with the 
case as it came to him from the Subordinate Judge 
and dismissed the suit, — JTsZd that the District Judge 
had not tried the case within the meaning of section 
25 of the Code. Bandhu Naie v. Lakhi Kuab 

[I. L. B., 7 AU., 342 

24. Case referred to 

arbitration,— Power of Judge to decide after trans- 
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1. GENERAL CASES— 

Procedure on transfer— co»^in«tfd5. 
fer. — A case having been withdrawn by the Judge, 
for trial in his own Court, from the Principal Sad- 
der Ameen’g Court, where it had already been refer- 
red to arbitration, — JSTe/rf that the Judge was quite 
competent to decide the case himself, without neces- 
sarily being bound also to refer it to arbitration. 
Asoo Mahomed o. Kisheh Mohun Sukma 

[6 W. B.,290 

25. Application for transfer. — 

Transfer of teneral separate suits. — Separate appli- 
cations. — Where it is desired to have a number of 
suits transferred, a separate application should be 
made in each case for transfer. Kishobbb Lal r. 
Luohmun Doss . . . 2 N. W.» 147 

2. LETTERS PATENT, HIGH COURT, cl. 13. 

26. - - Transfer to High Court.— «7«- 

risdiciion of High Courts Calcutta. — Sessions Courts 
Allahabad. — The High Court at Calcutta had no 
jurisdiction over the Court of the Sessions Judge ut 
Allahabad, such Court not being subject to the 
superintendence of the High Court under the 13th 
section of the Cluirter, Great Eastern Hotel 
Company ». Sbcbbtaey of State foe India 

[1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 219 

27. - Ground for trans- 

fer. — Prejudice to interests of party. — A suit will 
not be removed from a Zillab Court in which it was 
instituted, to the ordinary original jurisdiction of the 
High Court, unless it l)e clearly shown that the in- 
terests of the party petitioning for such removal will 
be prejudiced by a non -removal. Borradaile ». 
Geboory . . • Bourke, Ex. O. C., 1 

28. Power to trans- 

fer . — Grounds for transfer. — Inconvenience. — Es?- 
pense. — The 13th section of the Letters Patent (1865) 
of the High Court at Port William gives the Court 
lX)wer to order a suit to be transferred for trial only 
where the transfer is agi'eed on by the parties, or for 
the purposes of justice ; and in the absence of agree- 
ment it must be made out that there will be incon- 
venience amounting to this, that, if the case be tried 
in the Court in which it was originally laid, the trial 
will be unsatisfactory. The mere fact that it would 
be less expensive to try the case in the High Court 
is not sufficient of itself for the Court to act upon 
and order the case to be transferred. Ojoodeeam 
Khan v. Nobinmoney Dossee 

[1 Ind. Jur., H. S., 896 

29. “ — Ground for trans- 

fer. — Nature of questions for disposal. — Conduct of 
Judge. — On an applies tion under the Letters Patent, 
1866, clause 13, for the removal of a suit, — Held that, 
having regard to the whole circumstances connected 
with the case from the beginning, the questions to 
be disposed of, and the conduct of the Judge before 
whom the proceedings were, it was proper and ne- 
cessary for the purposes of justice that the suit should 
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2. LETTERS PATENT, HIGH COURT, CL. 18 
— continued. 

Transfer to High Coxirt— continued, 
be removed. Thahoob Kapilnattth Sahat Deo 
V. Goveenmbnt . . . 10 B. L. B., 168 

80*- - Ground for trans- 

fer. — Nature of questions for disposal.^ Local pre- 
judice.— The Court refused to transfer a case from 
the mofussil, where there were, among other alleged 
reasons, suggestions that the plaintiff’s case might be 
prejudiced by being tried in the mofussil, and that 
difficult and intricate questions of law would arise 
in the case, the Court not being satisfied by the evi- 
dence that such reasons existed. Code jon r. Cotjb- 
JON 9 B. L. B., 10 

31. ■ ■ — ■■ " Ground for trans- 

fer. — Consent of parties. — Expense. — A suit for an 
account and for other relief relating to immoveable 
property situated without the local limits of the ordi- 
nary original civil jurisdiction of the High Court, 
was instituted against several defendants in the Court 
of the Subordinate J udge of the district within which 
the property was situated. Upon a petition by one 
of the defendants, consented to by most of the other 
defendants and by the plaintiff, the High Court or- 
dered the suit to be removed from the Court in which 
it had been instituted, to l)e tried and determined by 
the High Court as a Court of extraordinary original 
jurisdiction, on the grounds that the parties and the 
witnesses resided in Calcutta, that it would be cheaper 
to try the suit in Calcutta, and that all parties ap- 
pearing on the motion desired a transfer. Payn v. 
Administeatob General of Bengal 

I. L. B., 6 Calc., 766 ; 6 C. L. K., 221 

32, - ■ Ground for trans- 

fer. — Difficult questions of English law in case.- 
The Court will order a suit to be removed from the 
mofussil, and tried in the High Court, when difficult 
points of English law arise, and when generally it ap- 
pears to be an unfit case to be tried in the mofussil. 
Dodcktt V. Wise , 1 Ind. Jur.,H. S., 94 

83. — ^ Ground for trans- 

fer. — Questions of English law. — Parties . — British 
subjects and residents of Calcutta. — Where a case 
was originally tried by a Zillali Judge, and on appeal 
to the High Court on its appellate side the Judges of 
that Court remanded it to the Court below for a 
fresh trial, intimating that it was a proper case to' 
be transferred under clause 13 of the Letters Patent 
constituting the High Court ; and where it appeared 
that questions of English law were involved in the 
case, that the witnesses and parties were chiefly Bri- 
tish subjects, and the plaintiff an officer, of the High 
Court and resident in Calcutta, the Court ordered the 
case to be transferred for trial to the High Court, 
original jurisdiction, Doucett t>. Wise 

[lind. Jur.,N.S.,227 

84. Ground for trans- 

fer^ — Sale in execution of decree.— Order wind- 
ing up company . — On 25th October 1870 a petition 
for the winding up of the B. T. E. Company of 

9 (i 
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Assam was presented to the Court of Chancery in 
England by one of the shareholders of the Company, 
and a provisional liquidator was appointed. On 6th 
November, at an extraordinary meeting of the Com- 
pany, it was resolved that the Company should be 
wound up, and liquidators were appointed. On 12th 
November, the petition for winding up came on for 
hearing, and an order was made that the voluntary 
winding up should continue subject to the supervision 
of the Court. On 18th November, by deed under 
the hands and seals of the liquidators, M. was ap- 
pointed their attorney in India. On 27th October 
certain immoveable properties in Assam belonging 
to the Company were attached in execution of decrees 
in certain suits in the Court of the Munsif of De- 
broghur. On 9th December the properties were put 
up for sale, and purchased at prices which it was 
aUeged were considerably under their value. Ap- 
plications were made in the Munsif^ s Court at 
Debroghur by the purchasers for confirmation of the 
sales, which applications were opposed by Af., and 
pending the Munsif’s decision an application was 
made to the Deputy Commissioner of Luckimporc 
for an order to stay all proceedings in the decree- 
suits, on the ground of the order for winding up 
the Company of 12th November, which application 
was refused on 15th February 1871. On IGth 
February 1871 the Munsif made an order con- 
firming the sales. M. thereupon petitioned the 
High Court for the removal of the suits from 
Assam to the High Court, to be tried in its ex- 
traordinary original civil jurisdiction, on the ground 
that no appeal would lie against the order of 15th 
February, refusing to stay the proceedings in the 
suits ; and that if an appeal should be preferred to 
the Deputy Commissioner from the order of the 
Munsif confirming the sales, his decision would be 
final. The application was opposed on behalf of the 
purchasers. Reldy the Munsif not having had notice 
of the winding-up order of 12th November, had 
power to sell the proi)erty on 9th December, and the 
sale having actually taken place, and there being 
nothing to show that there was any irregularity 
in the proceedings, the High Court would have no 
power, if the cases were brought down, to set aside 
the side. This, therefore, was not a proper case for 
the exercise of the power which the High Court 
possesses under clause 13 of the Letters Patent. Jn 
THE HATTBB OF DECBEE- SUITS THE COUBT OF 

Muksif of Debboghub . . 7 B. L. B,, 805 

85, Law goterning 

case. — Where a suit was originally instituted in the 
Hooghly Court, and B. 8., who was a defendant, and 
not subject to the jurisdiction of that Court, joined 
in an application to have the case tried by the High 
Court in the exercise of its extraordinary original 
civil jurisdiction, Avhich application was granted, — 
Held per Pheab, */., that the suit must be treated as 
if the plaint had been originally filed in the High 
Court, the proceedings in the Hooghly Court being 
without jurisdiction, and the cause of action having 
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2, LETTERS PATENT, HIGH COURT, OL. 13 
— continued. 

Transfer to High Court— continued, 

arisen w’holly within the jurisdiction of the High 
Court. Held on appeal by Peacock, C. J., and 
Macfhbbbon, J,, that the defendant H. 8., by join- 
ing in the application to have the suit removed to 
the High Court, admitted the jurisdiction of that 
Court to try the suit in the exercise of its extraordi- 
nary original civil jurisdiction, and could not after- 
wards dispute the jurisdiction. The law, therefore, 
to be administered by the High Court must be the 
same law nnd equity which ought to have been ap- 
plied if the suit had been tried in the Court at 
Hooghly. Per Macphbbson, J . — The law which 
would have been applicable to the case if it had 
been tried at Hooghly, is practically the same as the 
English law, whatever may be the nationality of the 
parties. Qbose v. Amibtamati Dasi 

[4 B. L. B., O. C., 1 : 12 W. B., O. C., 18 

36. Application for 

transfer. — Before whom application should he made. 
An application to the High Court to remove a case 
from a District Court, and to try it as a Court of 
extraordinary original jurisdiction, under 8cc;tion 13 
of the Charter, should be made to a Judge sitting 
on the Original Side of the Court. Doucett v. 
Wise 4 W. B., Mis., 7 


3. GROUND FOR TRANSFER. 

37. Expense, inconvenience, or 
other good reason. — Civil Procedure Code {Act 
XIV of 1882), s. 23. — Practice . — Section 23 of 
Act XIV of 1882 is only intended to provide for 
those cases where, on the ground of expense or con- 
venience, or some other good reason, the Court thinks 
that the place of trial ought to be changed. Parties 
desirous of obtaining the transfer of a case from 
one forum to another ought clearly to explain 
to the Court by petition and afiidavit what is the 
nature of the claim and defence; they should further 
state what are the issues and the evidence required, 
and then satisfy the Court that, either on th(‘ ground 
of expense or convenience, or otherwise, the place of 
trial ought to be changed. Ehatija Bini v. Tabuk 
Chundeb Dutt 

[I. L. B., 9 Calc., 980 : 13 C. L. B., 182 

38. Portion of property in an- 
other yuriBdd^GtXon,— Civil Procedure Code, 1877, 
s, 23. — Procedure . — The fact that a portion of pro- 
perty, the whole of which is sued for in the Court of 
the Munsif of A., is of less value than the remaining 
portion which is within the jurisdiction of the Mun- 
sif of B., is no sufficient ground for an application 
under the Code of Civil Procedure, section 23, for a 
transfer to the latter Court. A party applying 
under section 23, Act X of 1877, must first of all give 
notice to the other party or side; the application 
should then be received by the Munsif and trans- 
mitted to the High Court through the District Court. 
PcjBBUHjOTE V . Deon Pabbay . 2 C. L. B., 852 
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See Cases under Complaint — Power 

TO EBPER TO SUBORDINATE MaOIS- 
TBATE. 

1. GENERAL CASES. 

1. Power to transfer.— Crimwai 

Procedure Code, 1882, e, 178.-^ Reference to High 
Court, — Burma Courts Act {Act XVII of 1875), s. 
80. — The Local Government has no power, under 
section 178 of the Code of Criminal Procedure^ to 
transfer for trial to the Court of a Commissioner a 
criminal case duly committed for trial to the Court 
of the Recorder of Rangoon ; hut the Local Govern- 
ment has the power to transfer a case from the dis- 
trict of Rangoon to the Sessions division of Pegu. 
Queen-Empeess V. NaA Tha Mouno 

LI. L. R., 10 Calc., 643 

2. Criminal Proce- 
dure Code, 1882, s. 526. — District Magistrate and 
Cicil and Sessions Judge {qud Magistrate) of Ban- 
galore subordinate to High Court, — The District Ma- 
gistrate and the Civil and Sessions Judge of the civil 
and military station at Bangalore are Magistrates 
subordinate to the High Court at Madras within the 
meaning of section 526 of the Code of Criminal Pro- 
cedure. The High Court, therefore, has power to 
transfer a case from the Courts of those Judges to 
any otlier Criminal Court. Under the circum- 
stances disclosed, the High Court iransferred this 
case. Scott t7. Ricketts . I. L. B., 9 Mad., 366 

3. Power of High 
Court, Bombay. — Criminal Procedure Code, 1882, 
s. 526 — Act III of 1884, s. 11. — Cantonment Ma- 
gistrate, Secunderabad. — The High Court of Bombay 
having been vested by notification of the Governor 
General of India in Council, No. 178, of 23rd Septem- 
ber 1874, with original and appellate criminal juris- 
diction over Euro])ean British subjects, being Chris- 
tians, resident, amongst other places, at Secundera- 
bad, outside the Presidency of Bombay and within 
the territories of His Highness the Nizam of Hyder- 
abad, the Cantonment Magistrate of Secunderabad 
in his character of a District Magistrate is subordi- 
nate to the High Court in criminal matters relating 
to Christian European British subjects in Hyderabad 
within the contemplation of section 626 of the Code 
of Criminal Procedure, Act X of 1882, as amended 
by Act HI of 1884, section 11 j and the High Court 
possesses, by virtue of the appellate jurisdiction so 
vested in it, the power of transferring a criminal 
case pendmg in the Cantonment Magistrate’s Court 
cither to itsetf or to any Criminal Court of equal or 
superior jurisdiction. The High Court by an order 
under section 626 of the Criminal Procedure Code 


TRANSFER OF CRIMINAL CASE-con- 

tinued, 

1. GENERAL CASKS— coafenwsi. 

Power to tvAnsfeV’— continued. 

(Act X of 1882) transferred the present case of de- 
famation from the Court of the Cantonment Magis- 
trate at Secunderabad to the High Court for trial, 
on the ground that no machinery for a trial by jury 
existed at Secundei*abad. Queen-Empress v. Ed- 
wards . . . . I. Ii. R., 9 Bom., 3^ 

4. - Power of High 

Court, Bombay.--^ Aden Act II of 1864.-^ Transfer 
of case from Court of Political Resident at Aden . — 
Criminal Procedure Code, 1882, s. 626. — A prisoner 
charged with having committed murder at Perim 
was committed by the Magistrate there on the 26th 
August 1885, for trial before the Political Resident 
at Aden, by whom he was convicted and sentenced to 
death on the 14th September 1885. On the 26th 
January 1886, the High Court of Bombay reversed the 
convictioq and sentence, on the ground that the 
Court of the Resident had no jurisdiction over the 
Island of Perim, and that the Resident, not having 
been appointed a Judge of a Court of Session for 
that island, was not competent to try the prisoner. 
The High Court ordered a re-trial before a competent 
Court. On the 10th February 1886 the Government 
of Bombay issued the notification (No. 823) above 
set forth. On the 11th March 1886 an application 
was made to the High Court of Bombay for the 
transfer of the case to another Court of Session or to 
the High Court for trial. Held that Perim is a 
Sessions Division, and that, after the establishment, 
under the Code of Criminal Procedure, of a Court of 
Session for the Perim Sessions Division and the 
appointment of the Resident at Aden as Sessions 
Judge of that Court, the accused stood properly com- 
mitted to a Court of Session. The High Court, 
therefore, could transfer the case from that Court, 
under section 626 of the Code, to any other Court of 
equal or superior jurisdiction, or to the High Court 
of Bombay. Per Bird wood, J. — The High Court 
cannot, under section 526 of the Criminal Procedure 
Code (Act X of 1882), any more than under section 
25 of the Civil Procedure Code (Act XIV of 1882), 
direct tbo transfer of a case, which is not properly 
before a subordinate Court of competent jurisdiction, 
to receive and try it. Peary Ball Mozoomdar v. 
Komul Xishore Dossia, I. L. R., 6 Calc., 30, follow- 
ed; Queen-Hmpress v. ThaTcu, I. L. R„ 8 Bom., 312, 
distinguished. Per Jardine, Jl— After the High 
Court had annulled the proceedings in the Court of 
the Resident at Aden as without jurisdiction, the 
case could not be treated as still pending in his 
Court; and as there was no Court of Session int 
existence at the time of the commitment, it neces- 
sarily followed that the case remained in the Magis- 
trate’s Court. But, whether the case was considered 
as pending in the Court of a Magistrate or of a 
Resident, or of a Sessions Judge, the High Court had 
the power to transfer it, and that under the circum- 
stances the case should he so transferred to the High 
Court for trial. Qukbn-Empbbbs v. Manual Tek- 
ohand . • I. L« B. , 10 B6tDL.» 274 

9g2 
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5 , Transfer to High Court,— 

Courts Criminal Procedure Act, X of 1675, a, 147 
( Criminal Procedure Code, 1882, s, 626) and a. 115 . — 

Caae** referred to Eiigh Court. — Reference to Police 
Magistrate, — That the ** case ” mentioned in 
section 147 of the High Court's Criminal Procedure 
Act, X of 1876, must refer to some question in the 
nature of a criminal proceeding, and not to a matter 
of a graast-civil character, such as the reference to a 
Police Magistrate contemplated in section 116. Rbo. 
o. Rahadas Samaldas. Ex fabte Madayji Dhab- 
BAHSi 12 Bom., 217 

6, High Courts* Cru 
minal Procedure Act, 1875, a. 147 {Criminal Proce- 
dure Code, 1882, a. 526 ). — ** Other proceeding ** — 
Commitment, Application to quash. — 24 ^ 25 Viet., 
c. 104, 88. 13 and 15 . — The words “or other proceed- 
ing " in section 147 of Act X of 1875 did not include 
a commitment, and an application to have a commit- 
ment quashed could be entertained under the provisions 
of that section. In the mattbb of the petition 
OP CUABOO Chundeb Mulliok. Cuaboo Chun- 
deb Mullick V. Empbess 

[I. li. R., 9 Calc., 897 

7, '■ — — ' Acquittal. — Pre- 

sidency Magistrates Act {IV of 1877), a. 181. — 
Calcutta Municipal Act {Bengal Act IV of 1876), 
ss. 75, 79. — The powers of interference givcu to the 
High Court by section 147 of the High Courts* Cri- 
minal Procedure Act, were not intended to be exer- 
cised in the case of an acquittal by the Magistrate, 
but only in the case of convictions or other orders 
whereby a defendant is aggrieved or injured. CoB- 
POBATioN OP Calcutta v. Bheecunbam Napit 
alias Bheeoun Napit . I. L. R., 2 Calc., 290 

S- — High Courts* Cri- 

minal Procedure Act, 1875, s. 147 (Criminal 
Procedure Code, 1882, s. 526.— Notice to prose- 
cutor.— Penal Code, sa. 292 and 294.— Specific 
charge. — Procedure on transfer to High Court . — 
In an application for the transfer of a case under 
section 147» Act X of 1875, in which the prisoner 
has been convicted and is undergoing imprisonment, 
it is in the discretion of the Court to order, for suffi- 
cient primd facie cause shown, that the case be 

removed without notice to the Crown, Semhle, 

A charge under sections 292 and 294 of the Penal 
Code should he made specific in regard to the repre- 
sentations and words alleged to have been exhibited 
and uttered, and to be obscene ; and the Magistrate, 
in convicting, should in his decision state distinctly 
what were the particular representations and words 
which he found on the evidence had been exhibited 
and uttered, and which he adjudged to be obscene 
within the meaning of those sections. Where no 
such specific decision has been given, the High Court, 
when the case has been transferred under section 
147, Act X of 1875, may either try the case de novo, 
or dismiss it on the ground that the Magistrate has 
come to no finding on which the conviction can be 
sustained. Queen v. Upebdbonath Doss 

[I. L. R., 1 Calc., 356 
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9. — . — High CouriV Cri- 

minal Procedure Act, 1875, a, 147. — Transfer of 
case before Magistrate. — Power to issue mandamus, 
— A charge was made against the accused of using 
criminal force under section 141 of the Penal Code. 
The Police Magistrate heard the evidence for the 
prosecution, and, without disbelieving it, decided it 
did not amount to the offence charged. Held that, 
assuming that an error of law had been committed, 
the High Court had no power to issue a mandamus 
to the Magistrate to commit the defendants ; it was 
not a case where the Magistrate liad declined juris- 
diction ; he had exercised his jurisdiction and heard 
the case. Held, also, it was not a case which the 
Court could transfer under section 147 of the High 
Courts’ Criminal Procedure Act. In the matter 
OP THE Empbess on the prosecution op Mal- 
colm V. Gabpbb . . I. L. R., 2 Calo., 278 

10. • - High Courts* CW- 

minal Procedure Act, 1875, s. 147. — Case transfer* 
red to High Court. — Refund of fine on quashing 
oonviction. — Notes of evidence taken by Magistrate, 
— The High Court had no power, under section 147, 
Act X of 1875, to order a fine to be refunded on 
quashing a conviction. The Court in this instance 
decided whether the case should be transferred under 
section 147 on the notes of the evidence taken by the 
Magistrate at the trial. Queen on the pbobb- 
OUTION OP Mobad Ali V. Jebbun Bux 

[L L. R., 1 Calc., 354 

11. ■ - High Courts* Cri- 

minal Procedure Act, 1875, s. 147. — Costs. — Police 
Magistrates. — Notes of evidence. — In a case trans- 
ferred to the High Court under section 147, Act X 
of 1876, the Court had no power to give costs. 
Semhle, — The case may be transferred after final 
determination by the Magistrate. Notes of the pro- 
ceedings before them should be taken in ali cases by 
the judicial officers of all Criminal Courts subject 
to the Act. In the matter op Louis. In the 
MATTER OP BeNOAL AoT Yl OP 1866 

[15 B. L. R., Ap., 14 

12. Power of District Magis* 
trate. — Power to call for ca^e.— Procedure when, 
having called for it, he finds it out of his Jurisdic- 
tion. — The Magistrate of the district has authority 
to call up to his own Court any criminal case without 
limitation as to the stage of proceeding at which it 
may be called. If the Magistrate, having in the 
exercise of his authority withdrawn any case, finds 
that it did not come within the jurisdiction of his 
Magistracy, he would not merely be competent but 
bound to refuse to proceed further with the case, 
Vilaetbb KhAnum V. Mbhbb Ali 

r24W.R., Cr.,4 

13. Held that, al- 
though the Magistrate of a district is competent to 
order the removal of any particular case from the 
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TBASTSFEB OF OBIMINAL CASE-^on- 

tinued, 

1. GENERAL CASES— 

Power of Difltriot Magistrate— 

file of a Bubordinato Court to his own, it is doubtful 
whether he can by general proceeding direct the 
transfer of cases which have no existence, and which 
are not pending before any of his subordinates. 
Goyebnkbnt o. Gibdhabbb Lall 

[1 Agra, Cr., 24 

14. Application for transfer.— 

Criminal Procedure Code, 1872, e, 64. — Power of 
Judge acting on English committee. — An applica- 
tion for the transfer of a case under section 64 of 
the Criminal Procedure Code should be made, not by 
letter to the English Department of the High Court, 
but before the Court in its judicial capacity, and 
should be supported by affidavits or affirmation in 
the usual way. Qubbn c. Zuhibubbik 

[L I-. B., 1 Calc., 219 : 25 W. B., Cr., 27 

16. Notice of transfer.— -Swiori*- 

nate Magistrates , — Criminal Procedure Code {Act 
X of 1872), s, 48.^Notiee to the parties before the 
transfer is made, — Before a Magistrate of a district 
can transfer a case from a Court subordinate to him 
to any other subordinate Court, notice of such in- 
tended transfer should be served upon the parties, so 
as to enable any or either of the parties to come for- 
ward and show cause why such transfer should not 
be made. In tbb mattbk ov the petition of 
Teaootta Shsbbab. Tbacotta Shekbab V, 
Aubeb Majeb 

[]I. li. B., 8 Oalc., 393 ! 10 O. Xi. B., 239 

16. Transfer of partly-heard 

case. — Hearing of evidence. — Where a case which 
lias been partly heard by one officer is transferred to 
another officer for trial, the latter should hear all the 
evidence in the case before deciding-it. KoriL Nath 
8ahi V, Konbbbah . 14 W. B., Cr., 3 

Queen v. Kullian Singh . 2 N. W., 468 

The High Court, however, declined to interfere in 
a case of this sort, as the prisoners did not appeal or 
raise any objection to the trial on this ground. 
Kofil Nath Sahi v. Koneebam 

[14 W. B„ Cr., 3 

2. LETTERS PATENT, HIGH COURT, ol. 29. 

17. Transfer to High Court— 
Power to transfer, — Criminal Procedure Code, 
1872, s. 64. — Section 29 of the Letters Patent of 
1866 empowers the High Court to transfer for trial 
before itself an appeal to a Court of Session from 
the sentence of a District Magistrate, and this 
power was not affected by section 64 of the Code 
of Criminal Procedure, 1872, which authorised 
the High Court to transfer an appeal from one sub- 
ordinate Court of criminal jurisdiction to another. 
SiTAPATHI NaYUBU V, QUBBN 

[I. L. B., 6 Mad., 32 

18. Power to trane-. 

fir. — “ Competeneg ” to investigate case, — The con- 


TBANSFEB OP CBIMINAIi CASE— cos- 

tinued, 

2. LETTERS PATENT, HIGH COURT, OL. 29 

—continued. 

Transfer to High Court— 

struction of clause 29 of the Letters Patent, 1865, 
is, that the High Court has power, if in its discre- 
tion it thinks right to exercise it, to transfer the in- 
vestigation or trial of any criminal offence commit- 
ted in Calcutta to a mofussil Court, which is other- 
wise competent to try it, or to direct the trial by 
the High Court of an offence committed in tho 
mofussil. '' Competent to investigate it ” does not 
include competency as regards local jurisdiction, but 
only competency with regard to the offender, the 
nature of the offence, and the punishment. Queen 
V. Nababwip Goswami 

[L B.Ii. R., O. Cr., 15 : 16 W. B., Cr., 71, note 

19. ■ Power to trans- 
fer. — Power of single Judge on original side of 
High Court, — On an application made for the trans- 
fer of a case from tho Sessions Court at Patna for 
trial by the High Court at Calcutta, on the grounds 
mainly that all but one of the charges against the 
prisonei's were for offences committed in Calcutta ; 
that the selection of Patna as the place of trial was 
calculated to prejudice the prisoners ; that the police 
at Patna were getting up tho case against the 
prisoners by improper and illegal means; that by 
these means was created such a feeling of dread and 
insecurity among the witnesses and others in Patna as 
would prevent a fair trial from taking place there; 
that some of the witnesses for the defence, although 
willing to give evidence in Calcutta, refused to go to 
Patna to give evidence; and that many difficult 
points of law were likely to arise at the trial ; but 
these allegations were denied by the affidavits hied 
in opposition to the application, — Held (Macpheb- 
SON, J,, doubting), the High Court had power under 
clause 29 of the Letters Patent to transfer the case 
for trial by itself. The Court, however, refused the 
application, on the ground that a sufficient case had 
not been made out for the exercise of the power of 
the Court. Per Pheab, J. — A single Judge, sitting 
on the original side of the Court, has power to 
entertain an application for the removal of a crimi- 
nal case from a Court in tlie mofussil to the High 
Court in the exercise of its extraordinary original 
criminal jurisdiction. Queen d. Amebb Khan 

[7 B. Ii. R., 240 : 16 W. B., Cr., 69 

3. GROUND FOR TRANSFER. 

20. Nature of grounds for 

Transfer from one Magistrate to an- 
other. --The High Court will not, except on vcfy 
strong and very clear grounds, transfer a case from 
one Magistrate’s Court to that of another Magis- 
trate. In the mai’tbb of the petition of Shan- 
KAB Abaji Hoshing. Reg. V. Shanilab Abaji 
Hoshing .... 6 Bom., Cr., 69 

2L Probability of unfair triaL 

— Transfer from one Magistrate to another. — It is 
only when there is reason to Oppose that the prisoner 
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TBANSFEB OF CBIMINAL CASE~co». 

tinued, 

8. GROUND FOR TRANSFER—coii<t««ccf. 
Probability of unfair trial— cotiUnued. 

will not have a fair trial that the High Court will 
transfer a case from one magisterial officer to an- 
other. Queen o. Kibto Chundeb Ghobe 

[2 W. B., Or., 68 

22, JProof of grounds 

for transfer. — Grounds necessary to obtain trans- 
fer when application is opposed hy accused . — Be- 
fore the transfer of a case from one Criminal Court 
to another can bo made, in cases in which the ac- 
cused objects to the transfer, the prosecution must 
bring forward the very best evidence to prove that a 
fair trial cannot be had in the district in which the 
case is ordinarily triable. In the matteb of the 
PETITION OF THE LeGAL RbMEMBBANCEE. EM- 
PEBss V. Nobo Qopal Bose 

[I. L. B., e Calc., 491 

28. Prosecution initiated by 

Magistrate. — Conviction before same Magistrate. 
— Transfer of appeal from Magistrate to Sessions 
Judge. — Where the Magistrate of the district had 
procured the initiation of a number of prosecutions 
against the same person, and one of them which had 
resulted in conviction came up before him in appeal, 
the High Court, considering that it was not al- 
together seemly that he should hear the appeal, 
ordered its transfer to the Sessions Judge. Ram- 
zan Ali V , Duepo Komilla . 24 W. B., Cr., 58 

24. Judge forming premature 

opinion. — Convenience.— Relieving judicial officer 
of case he wishes not to try. — The High Court does 
not exercise its powers of transfer in a case of for- 
gery or perjury solely on the ground that the Judge 
who is to try the case has formed an opinion that 
the document has been forged or the perjury com- 
mitted. But when the transfer can be made with- 
out risk of any improper interference with the 
course of justice, and without much inconvenience 
to the parties and witnesses, the transfer would be 
proper, not only as a fair concession to the accused 
person, but as a means of relieving the Judge from 
a position which he would himself desire to avoid. 
In the matteb of the petition of Aeunachalla 
Redhi 6 Mad., 212 

25. Illegal procedure by 
Magistrate. — Magistrate antugonistic to accused. 
— Power of Migh Court. — Where the procedure in 
the case of a person charged with an offence was 
found to be irregular and illegal, and the Magistrate 
was prejudiced and antagonistic to the prisoner, the 
High Court made an order (as in the Bancoorah 
case^ 4 B. L. R., Ap., 1) to transfer the proceedings 
to be tried by another officer appointed or deputed 
by the Government of Bengal to try the case. Ab- 
DOOL Kadib Khan «. Magisteate of Pueneah 

[11 B. L. B., Ap., 8 ; 20 W. B., Or., 23 

26. Judicial officers interested 
in case. — Criminal Procedure Code^ 1872 ^ s. 64 . — 
Road Cess case. — Transfer of appeal for trial.— 


TRAMSFEB OF CBIMINAL OASE-coii. 

tinued. 

3. GROUND FOR TRAlHSFm— continued. 

Judicial officers interested in case --con- 

tinued. 

Where it appeared that the only officers in the dis- 
trict of P. otherwise competent to hear an appeal 
from a conviction for theft of property alleged to 
have belonged to the Road Cess Committee of the 
district were, by reason of their connection with 
that committee, interested in the result of the appeal, 
the High Court directed that the petition of appeal, 
together with all papers connected therewith, should 
be forwarded to the Sessions Judge of the 24-Per- 
gunnahs, to be denlt with as an appeal presented in 
his own Court. In the matteb of Dwaeka Nath 
Baneejeb . . . . 6 C. L. B., 279 

27. Magistrate expressing opi- 

nion unfavoiurable to SLCCXmed.— Criminal Pro- 
cedure Code, 1861 1 s. 36 . — Transfer hy Magistrate. 
— Although section 36 of the Code of Criminal Pro- 
cedure did not require a Magistrate to state his rea- 
sons for transferring a criminal case from a Court 
subordinate to him to his own or to any other sub- 
ordinate Court, the High Court set aside tin order of 
a Magistrate transferring a case after the Subordi- 
nate Magistrate, before whom it was, had taken the 
evidence for the prosecution, and had expressed an 
opinion unfavourable to the prosecution. Queen v. 
Nobocoomae Banbkjeb . 14 W, R., Or., 12 

28. Jurisdiction. — Place of com- 

mission of offence. — Transfer of preliminary investi- 
gation . — Criminal Procedure Code, 1872, ss. 64 and 
69 . — The High Court, under sections 64 and 69 of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure, directed the preliminary 
investigation in this ease, in which the accused was 
charged with criminal breach of trust, to be held in 
Calcutta, the place where the offence charged was, if 
not wholly, at all events jmrtly, committed. Queen 
V. Macdonald . . 22 W. B., Cr., 6 

TRANSFER OF PROPERTY. 

See Vendoe and Pueohaseb — Comple- 
tion OF TEANSFKE. 

[I. L. R., 2 Bom., 647 
I. L. R., 5 Bom., 564 

Erection of building for school 

on land. — Gift of building for a school.— Position 
of managers of school. — Suit by managers for trover 
and trespass . — Where a party who, partly with his 
own funds and partly with RlOO subscribed by the 
village, erected a building for a school, never gave 
the property to the school, and never even acquiesced 
in the managers of the school entering upon it, — 
Meld that the managers entered upon it as trespaa- 
sers, and that although the proprietor acquiesced in 
their having taken possession, he did not thereby 
convey any property in the school to the subscribers, 
ahd was not bound to repay that portion of the 
money which he expended himself in building the 
house,' of to do more than return that portion of the 
funds which were subscribed by the village. Sbee- 
HUEEY Roy V . Hills . . . 7 W. R., 476 
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TRANSFER OP PROPERTY— oon^iHited. 

Erection of building for school on land— 

continued^ 

S. C. on reference on original trial 

[6 W. R^ Civ. Ref, 21 

while transferor is out of pos- 
session. 

See Vbndoe and Pttechaseb — Bills or 
Sale . . 2 B. L. R., P. C., Ill 

1. Sale while vendor is out of 

possession. — Right of 'purchaser to sue for pos- 
session. — It is the practice of the Courts in this 
country to give effect to sales of property made by 
persons out of possession, and to recognise the title of 
the purchaser to maintain a suit. IIunnoo Pan* 
DBY V. Buksh Ali . . . 8 N. W., 2 

Kumubooddeen ». Bhadoo . 11 W. R., 134 

Auloos: Monee Dossia a. Aulock Moneb Db- 
BiA 26 W. R., 48 

Peankeishna Dby V. Biswambhae Sbin 

[2 B. li. R., A. C., 207 
11 W. R., 81 

2. Right of pur- 

chaser to sue for possession . — Want of considera- 
tion. — Alleged purchasers whose vendors were not 
in possession, and who have paid nothing for what is 
said to have been sold to them, are not competent to 
maintain a suit for possession of the property in dis- 
pute. BisnoNATii Dky Koy V. CnuNDBE Mohitn 
Dutt Biswas . . . .23 W. R., 165 

See Taea Soondoeee Chowdheain v. Collbc- 

TOE OF MyMBNSINGH 

[13 B. li. R., 496 ; 20 W. R., 446 

3. Right of pur- 

chaser to sue for possession. — The current of High 
Court decisions on the question whether a purchaser 
from a party not in possession is competent to main- 
tain a suit to recover tlie land, is in favour of the 
right to bring a suit. Bissessue Doss v. .Ioy- 
KiSHOEB Doss • . . .26 W. R., 223 

4. Wrongful dispos- 

session of vendor. — Right of vendee to sue for posses- 
sion. — Where a conveyance of property was made by 
a person who liad been in possession and enjoyment 
for years before she was wrongfully ousted, the con- 
veyance was held to give a riglit to sue for immediate 
possession. Bikan Singh v. Paebutty Kooee 

[22 W. R., 99 

Nittyanund Gossain V. Shama Chuen Chat- 
teejbb .... 23 W. R., 163 

See Gunga Hueey Nundeb v. Haghubeam 
Nundeb . 14 B. L. R., 807 : 23 W. R., 131 

5. — Right of assignee 

to sue for possession, — Third parties. — Requisite 
proof. — An assignee of property, of which the assignor 
was not in possession when the assignment was 
made, can only recover, even from the hands of third 
persons, upon showing that he would have a right to 
enforce specific performance of his contract against 


TRANSFER OF PROPERTY— 

Sale while vendor is out of posBesBion— 

continued, 

his assignor if the property were come back to the 
hands of the assignor. Boodhun Singh ». Lutbb- 

fun 22 W. R., 685 

6. Right to specific 

performance after purchase of right to sue . — Where 
a purchaser of a right to sue for possession brings a 
suit for specific performance, and it is not shown 
that he has left undone anything necessary to entitle 
him to what he claims, it must be taken in special 
appeal that the plaintiff is entitled to insist on 
specific performance of his conti*act with his vendor. 
Lalla Sabil Chand v. Goodue Khan 

[22 W.R.,187 

7. Suit hy assignee 

for possession. — Rffect of hill of sale. — The assignees, 
R,y K.y and G^., of certain property brought against 
the assignor, X., and others, a suit to obtain posses- 
sion of a portion of assigned property of which he, 
L.f never had possession, and to obtain a declaration 
of right of ownership to the other portion already in 
the posscBsion of one or more of themselves. Meld 
that as L.f at the time when the assignments were 
made, was not in either actual or constructive posses- 
sion, he was unable thereby to pass the property, and 
that the bill of sale was only evidence of a contract 
to be performed in future upon the happening of a 
contingency. Ram Khelawun Singh v. Oudh 
Kooee 21 W. R., 101 

And see Boodhttn v, Boodhun Singh 

[21 W. R., 166 

8. Suit hy assignee 
for possession . — Validity of transfer. — The plaintiffs 
sought to recover possession from the defendants of ^ 
certain land, claiming under a kararnama executed 
to them by one Mutyawa. The defendants contend- 
ed that Mutyawa hail never been in possession of the 
land. The lower Appellate Court held that as Mutyawa 
was not in possession at the time when the karar- 
nama was executed, the plaintiff^s claim was not 
maintainable. On appeal to the High Court, — Meld, 
reversing the decree of the lower Appellate Court, 
that the circumsttince of Mutyawa’s not having been 
in possession at the time the kararnama was executed 
did not prevent the plaintiffs from recovering posses- 
sion from the defendants. Kalidas v. Kanhaya 
Lall, I. L. R., 11 Calc., 121 : L. R., 11 I. A., 219, 
referred to and followed. Ugaeohand Manace- 
CHAND V. MaDAPA SoMANA 

[I. li. R., 9 Bom., 324 

9. — — - Sale in execution 

of decree. — Assignment hy purchaser who has not 
obtained possession. — Upon a sale in execution of a 
decree the property in the thing sold passes to the 
purchaser ; and there is nothing in either the Hindu 
or the English law which debars a third person 
from taking an assignment of such property ^from 
the auction-purchaser, albeit it has not been reduced 
into possession by him. Govind Uagunath v. Go- 
viND Jagoji . . .1. Tj. R., 1 Bom., 600 
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TRANSFER OF med, 

10. Hypotheoation of property 

without pOBBessiozL. — Incomplete tiile.-Seld 
that the hypothecation of property to which a 
judgment-debtor had not acquired absolute title was 
incomplete and insufficient to create a valid and per- 
fect lien in favour of the mortgagee enforceable by 
law against the actual possessor. Hbbchund Singh 
V. Ram Singh . . . .1 Agra, 286 

IL Iieaee granted while lessor 

is out of IK)8BeBsion.— A valid lease cannot be 
granted by a person not in possession of the lands 
leased. Tibby v. Kbisto Mohun Bose. Hoven- 

DBN V, Asbab Ali . . L. B., 1 1. A., 76 

12, — Bights of lessee, 

•^8uit for possession. — A transfer of property of 
which the transferor is not at the time of the trans- 
fer in possession, is not ipso facto void. Where a 
putnidar, while out of possession of the putni estate, 
granted a dur-putni thereof, — Held that the dur-put- 
]iidar*B suit against third persons, who were in posses- 
sion of the estate, to recover possession, would lie, it 
appearing that the plaintiff had paid an adoiiuate 
consideration for the dur-putni, and that the dur-putni 
pottah was not evidence of a contract to be performed 
in future on the happening of a certain contingency, 
or that if it wei’e so, that the plaintiff had done all 
he was bound to do to entitle him to specific per- 
formance of the agreement by the putnidar. Loke- 
NATH 0HOSB V, JUGOBUNDHOO KOY 

[I. Ii. R., 1 Calc., 297 

TRANSFER OF PROPERTY ACT (IV 

OF 1882). 

See Leabb— Construction, 

[I. li. R., 7 Bom., 256 

See Mortgage — Fobeclosube— Demand 
AND Notice oe Fobeclosube. 

LI. Ii. B., 8 Aa, 388 

8 . 2 . 

See s. 10 . . I. Ii. B., 7 AR, 616 

1, Mortgage executed before 

Act came into force. — Assignment of after Act in 
operation. — The provisions of the Transfer of Pro- 
perty Act apply to the assignment of a mortgage 
made after that Act came into force, although the 
mortgage may have been made before the commence- 
ment of that Act. Lala Jugdeo Sahai v. Bbij 
Behabi Lal • . 1. L. R., 12 Calc., 505 

2. andsB. 67,86.— /or 

foreclosure qf mortgage,^ Beng. Reg, XVII of 1806, 
ss. 7, 8. — Procedure. — Act I of 1868 {General 
Clauses Act), s. 6 . — A mortgagee by conditional sale, 
under an instrument executed while Regulation 
XVII of 1806 was in force, and before the Transfer 
of Property Act, 1882, which repealed that Regu- 
lation, came into force, sued, after the repeal of that 
Regulation, for foreclosure of the mortgage, not 
having proceeded in accordance with the provisions 
of section 8 of that Regulation. Meld (Stuabt, 
C. J; dissenting) that the procedure of that section 


TRANSFER OP PROPERTY ACT (IV 
OF 1882), 8. 2, and bb. 67, 28 —continued^ 
was not saved by clause (e) of section 2 of the Trans- 
fer of Property Act, but the provisions of that Act 
were applicable to the suit. Ganga Sahai v, Ei- 
BUSN 8AHAI • . . I. L. R., 6 AIL, 262 

3. and ss. 67, QO.^Mort- 

gage-decree. — Execution of decree, — A decree- 
holder, who had obtained a decree in the year 1880 
agninst his judgment -deb tor, declaring his title iu 
certain mortgaged properties and authorising a sale, 
sought, after several previous applications keeping 
the decree alive, to execute his decree again on the 
15th April 1885. The judgment-debtor objected, 
on the ground that no suit had been instituted or 
decree obtained under section 67 of the Transfer 
of Property Act as directed by section 99. Meld 
that section 99 of that Act was not intended to 
apply to decrees already obtained declaring a lien 
and authorising a sale, but even assumiug that it 
was so intended, section 2 of the Act saved the right 
of the decree- holder to obtain a sale of the mort- 
gaged properties. Ganga Sahai v. Kishen Sahai, I, 
I. B., 6 AIL, 262, distinguished. Dinendba Nath 
Sannyal v, Chandba Kishobb Munsui 

[I. Ii. R., 12 Calc., 436 

gage. — Conditional sale. — Suit for possession on 
foreclosure.Seng, Beg, XVII of 1806, ss. 7, 8. — 
The procedure laid down in the Transfer of Pro- 
perty Act may be applied to the case of foreclosure 
of a mortgage executed before the Act came into 
operation, provided it be so applied as not to affect 
the rights saved by section 2, clause (c) of the Act. 
Where, therefore, under the provisions of Regula- 
tion XVII of 1806, notice of foreclosure had been 
served on a mortgagor by conditional sale, the mort- 
giH^e having been executed and the foreclosure pro- 
ceedings taken before the Transfer of Property Act 
came into force, and after the expiry of the year of 
grace the money not having been paid, the mortgagee 
instituted a suit for possession on foreclosure, and 
when such suit was defended by a third party who 
had purchased the mortgaged property at an execu- 
tion sale and obtained possession before the com- 
mencement of the foreclosure proceedings, and the 
necessary notice had not been served upon him, — 
Meld that it was competent to the Court to apply 
the procedure prescribed by the Transfer of Property 
Act and grant the mortgagee a decree in the terms 
of section 86, substituting the period of “ one year ** 
for the period of “ six months ” therein mentioned. 
Ganga Sahai v. Kishen Sahai, I, L. B., 6 All., 622, 
referred to. Pebgash Koeb v. Mahabib Pebshad 
Nabain Singh . . I. Ii. R., 11 Calo., 682 

5. Mortgage. — Fore- 

closure. Suit for. — Mortgage by conditional sale . — 
Beng, Beg. XVII of 1806. --Procedure, — Statute, 
Construction of. — Where a suit is brought, after the 
date of the Transfer of Property Act, for the fore- 
closure of a mortgage dated previous to the Act, the 
procedure to be followed is that given by the Trans- 
fer of Property Act; the procedure of Regulation 
XVII, 1806, not being saved by section 2 (clause c) 
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TRAMBFBB op property act (IV 
OF 1882), 8. 2, el. (c), and s. W^ontinued. 
of Act 1V» 1882. Qanga Sahai v. Kishen Sahai, I. 
L. J2., G Ally 262 1 approved. Per Wilson, J, 
— It is a general rule in construing statutes that in 
matters of substantive right the/ are not to be so 
read as to take away vested rights, but that in mat- 
ters of procedure they are general in their operation. 
There is nothing in the Transfer of Property Act 
from which it can be beyond reasonable doubt 
concluded that the Legislature intended to depart 
from this settled principle of legislation. Per Tbk- 
VBLYAN, J . — There is a clear distinction between 
“ relief ” and the mode or procedure for obtaining 
such relief. The relief ** remains unaffected by a 
change of procedure. The “ rights and liabilities ” 
of a mortgagor and mortgagee, and the “ relief ” in 
respect of such rights and liabilities, arc the same 
under Act IV of 1882 as they were before. A differ- 
ent procedure for enforcing such rights and obtain- 
ing such relief has, however, been adopted by the 
Transfer of Property Act. Buobo Sundabi Dbbi 
V. Hakal Chijnbbb Bose 

[I. li. R., 12 Calc., 683 

1, 8. 10. — Married Woman*$ Pro- 

perty Act (III of 1874), 8. 8, — Restraint on antici- 
pation. — Section 10 of the 'transfer of Property Act 
merely excepts from the general rule laid down in 
section 8 of the Married Woman’s Property Act, 
111 of 1874, the particular case of a married woman, 
and does not give to a restraint upon anticipation 
any greater force than it had before the passing of 
the Act, but merely preserves to it the effect it had 
previously, leaving the Married Woman’s Property 
Act of 1874 and the decisions upon it untouched. 
UiFPOLiTB V, 8TUABT . I. li. R., 12 Calc., 522 

2. and 8. 2. — Condition 
against alienation, — Inheritance, — Deed of compro- 
mise. — Beng, Civil Courts Act, VI of 1871, s, 24 . — 
In a suit for possession of certain shares in certain 
villages, a compromise was effected between the 
plaintiffs and B., the defendant. The terms of the 
compromise were embodied in a deed, the terms of 
which were (inter alia) as follows : “ The said B. 
will hold possession as a proprietor, generation by 
generation, without the power of transferring in any 
shape. The following shares recorded in B.*8 name 
shall not be transferred or sold in auction in payment 
of any debt payable by the said B,, and in the event 
of their being transferred or sold, such transfer will 
be invalid, and the plaintiffs will then be entitled to 
set aside that transfer, and to obtain possession.” B. 
obtained possession of the shares allotted to him by 
the compromise. Subsequently, certain creditors of 
B, attached the shares referred to in the deed in exe- 
cution of a decree obtained against the heirs of B, 
for money lent to J?. on a bond, which he had exe- 
cuted while in possession of the shares, and in which 
he made a simple mortgage of them. The represen- 
tatives of the plaintiffs in the suit in which the com- 
promise was made objected to the attachment. Held 
by Olbfibld, J., that the deed of compromise passed 
an absolute estate to B, and his heirs to which the 
law annexed a power of transfer, and that, in refer- 
ence to section 10 of the Transfer of Property Act, 


TRANSFER OF PROPERTY ACT (IV 
OF 1882), 8. 10 and s. 2 — continued,' 
the stipulation against alienation on B's part, or 
a^inst sale by auction in execution of decrees against 
him, was void. Per Mahmood, J.-— That the rule 
contained in section 10 of the Transfer of Property 
Act was not binding upon the Court in this case, 
inasmuch as the question was one of succession or 
inheritance, to be governed by section 24 of the Ben- 
gal Civil Courts Act ; that it was for those objecting 
to the attachment to show that, under the Hindu 
law, the rights of B, in the property ceased to exist 
at his death, or that his estate devolved upon them 
free of his debts ; that, the Hindu law being silent 
on this subject, the principles of justice, equity, and 
good conscience must be applied, to which, so far as 
transfer was concerned, effect was given by section 
10 of the Transfer of Property Act; that the re- 
striction imposed by the deed of compromise upon 
B.*8 powers of alienating the absolute estate which 
it confei red upon him were opposed to the policy of 
the law and could not be recognised ; and that B. 
must be held to have had an absolute estate which 
would devolve upon his heirs, and which could be 
sold in execution of decrees for his debts. The 
Tagore Case, 9 B. L, R,, 377, referred to. Bhaibo 
Pabmeshbi Datal • . I. L. B., 7 All^ 516 

- 88 . 10 , 11 . 

ee Right op Suit — Contbacts ob 
Agbbbmbnts I. L. R., 8 All., 462 

— 88. 41, 48. 

See N.-W. P. Rent Act, b. 7. 

[1. L. R., 8 All., 409 

— B.6L 

See Dbcbeb— Foem op Dbobeb— Mobt- 
GAGB . . I. li. R., 8 AIL, 602 

8. 52. 

'6 s. 135 . It Xj. Rt, 18 OftlOt, 297 

Registered and unregistered do- 
cuments. — Transfer of property pendente lite ,** — 
Act III of 1877 (Registration Act), s. 50, — B. 
held a decree for the sale of property which had 
been mortgaged to him by an instrument which was 
not compulsorily registiable and was not registered. 
H. purchased the same property pendente liie by a 
registered deed of sale. Held that there was hero 
no competition between a registered and an unregis- 
tered instrument to which section 50 of the Regis- 
tration Act could apply ; and that N,*s purchase was, 
by section 52 of the I’ransfer of Property Act, sub- 
ject to the decree passed in B.'s favour. Bhagwak 
Das V. Nathu Singh I. Ii. R., 0 AIL, 444 

8 . 63 . 

See Rboisteation Act, 1877, s. 60. 

[1. li. B., 8 AR, 640 

— 8.64. 

See Pbb-emption — Conbtbuction op 
Wajib-ul-uez. 

[L L, R., 7 AIL, 482, 626 
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TBAUfSFEB OF PKOPBBTY ACT (IV 
OF 1882), 8. QA-— continued, 

Optional regUtration, — Per 

Gabth, C , J , — Section 54 of the "IVansfer of Pro 
perty Act virtually abolishes optional registration. 
NaBAIN ChUNDBB CnUOKBBBrTTY V . Dataeam 

Koy . 1. li. 8 Calo., 597 : 10 C. L. B., 241 

8. 59 . 

See Peb-emption — Consteuction op 
Wajib-ul-ubz. 

[I. I*. K., 7 AIL, 258, 343 

8. 50. 

See CoMPBOMisE— C ompromise op Suits 
UNi)BB Civil Peocedube Code. 

[I. li. B., 9 Mad., 103 

— 8. 62. 

See Moetgage— -Redemption — Mode op 
Redemption and Liability to Foue- 
CLOSUBB . I. li. B., 8 AIL, 402 

8. 65. 

See Landloed and Tenant— Teanspbb 
BY Tenant • 1. li. B., 10 Calc., 443 

— 8. 67. 

See s. 2 . • I. L. B., 6 AIL, 

[I. L. B., 12 Calc., 436 

8. 68. 

See Mortgage — Possession under Mort- 
gage • 1. L. B., 6 AIL, 298 

8. 76. 

See Landlord and Tenant — Teanspee 
BY Tenant . I. IL B., 10 Calc., 443 
See Mobtgagb — Accounts. 

[I. Ii. B., 6 AIL, 303 

8. 84. 

See Mortgage — Redemption— Mode op 
Redemption and Liability to Foee- 
closueb . I. Ii. B., 8 AIL, 502 

— 8 . 86 . 

See s. 2. 

[1. L. B., 12 Calc., 436, 505, 583 
I. Ii. B., 11 Calc., 582 
I. Ii. B., 6 AIL, 262 
See Limitation Act, 1877, art. 135. 

[1. L. B., 12 Calc., 614 
See Sale in Execution op Decree— Set- 
ting AsiDB Sale — Ieeegularity — Ge- 
neral Oases . I. li. B., 13 Calc., 346 

— 8.87. 

See Sale in Execution op Dbceeb— Set- 
ting aside Sale — Ibebgulabity— Ge- 
neral Cases . I. L. B., 13 Calc., 346 

— 8 . 88 . 

See Execution op Decree — Mode op Ex- 
ecution — Mortgage. 

[I. li. B., 7 AIL, 194 


TBANSFBB OF PBOPBBTY ACT (IV 
OF 1882) -^continued. 

8.96. 

See Limitation Act, 1877, art. 148. 

[L L. B., 8 All., 295 

8. 99. 

See s. 2 .1. li. B., 12 Calc., 436 

8. 100. 

See Limitation Act, 1877, art. 148. 

[I. L. B., 8 All., 295 

88. 106, lU. 

See Landlord and Tenant— Ejectment 
— Notice to Quit. 

[I. li. B., 7 AIL, 596, 899 

— s. U8. 

See Pre-emption — Construction op 
Wajib-ul-urz . I. L. B., 7 All., 626 

8. 123. 

See Attachment— Subjects op Attach- 
ment-Annuity OR Pension. 

[I. L. B., 6 AIL, 634 

1, B. 131. — Transfer of debts. — 

Notice of transfer. — Assignment of mortgage.'-^ 
Mortgagor, Liability of, to assignee of mortgagee 
when no notice of assignment given. — An assignment 
is perfectly valid though the notice referred to in sec- 
tion 131 of the Transfer of Property Act has not been 
given, though the title of the assignee as against third 
parties is not complete until such notice has been 
given ; the object of such notice being the protection of 
the assignee. Section 131 of the Transfer of Property 
Act makes no alteration in the law as it obtained in 
England previous to the passing of that Act and as laid 
down in the cases cited in the note to Myall v. Rowles, 

2 W. ^ T. L. C., 777, the first portion of the section 
merely fixing the time when the section comes into 
operation, and the latter providing for the protection 
of the debtor if he deals with the debt before that 
time. Where, therefore, an assignee of a mortgagee 
brought a suit on the mortgage against the mortgagor 
and the mortgagee, and no notice of the assignment 
had been given to the mortgagor under section 131 
of the Transfer of Property Act, — Reid that the 
^ourt was wrong in dismissing the suit merely ou 
the ground that no notice was served, as after the 
suit was instituted the mortgagor became aware of 
ho assignment, and the transfer accordingly came 
mto operation on the date when he thus became 
aware of it. Lala Jugdbo Sahai v, Bbij Bbhari 
Lal . .1. li. B», 12 CaIo., 505 

2. Decree. — Deht.^A decree 

is not a “ debt ” within the meaning of that word as 
used in section 131 of the Transfer of Property Act. 

A “debt” under that section means an actionable 
claim, and not a claim which has already passed into 
a decree. Apzal v. Ram Kumar Bhudba 

[I. li. B., 12 Calc., 610 

1, g, IBSr— Transferee of a claim for 

mailer value,^ Recovery of full adount of debt, --It 
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TBANSPBE OP PROPEETY ACT (IV 
OP 1882), 8 . 185 — continued^ 

is not the object of section 136 of the Transfer of 
Property Act absolutely to prevent a transferee, who 
has purchased a claim at a smaller value, from reco- 
vering the full amount of the debt due from the 
debtor. Geish Chaneba o. Kashibauei Debi 

[I. li. B., 13 Gale., 146 

2. — Right of Suit. — Svit to set 

aside a document. — Aetionahle claim. — The co-sharers 
of a Hindu family, one of whom was a minor, owned 
certain immoveable property in Munshigungc near 
Dacca. In 1873 a perpetual lease of this property, 
executed by all the co-sharers except the minor, 
was granted to certain persons hereinafter called the 
lessees. On the minor’s behalf the lease waaexecuted 
by his elder brother as guardian of the minor. In 
May 1882, the minor, who had previously attained his 
majority, sued the lessees and his co-sharers for a 
declaration of his right to and for possession of his 
share in the said property, alleging that the perpetual 
lease was not binding on him . On the day after the 
institution of the suit the plaintiff sold all his interest 
therein to A. for 11600. Held that A.^s purchase was 
an actionable claim within the meaning of section 135 
of the Transfer of Property Act. Bajanikanth 

^ Rai Chowdhuei t . Haei Mohan Guha 

[I. L. R., 12 Calc., 470 

3. - -and 8. 52. — Sale of immove- 

able property by person out of possession. — Actionable 
claim. — A transfer of ownership of immoveable pro- 
perty is not a sale of an actionable claim, although 
the owner at the time of the sale may not be in pos- 
session. A. and B. being owners of an 8 annas share 
of certain immoveable property sold it under a kobala 
to C. and D. At the time of the sale X. and K were 
in adverse possession of the share. Held that the 
transaction was a sale under section 52 of the Trans- 
fer of Property Act, to which the provisions of Chap- 
ter VIII of the Act, specially those of section 135, were 
inapplicable, Semble^ — Section 135 refers to claims 
for money of some kind or the like, although the 
money claim may be a charge on immoveable pro- 
perty. Mudun Mohun Dut V . Futtaeunnissa 

[L Ii. R., 13 Calc., 297 

TRANSFER OP SHARES, REGISTRA- 
TION OP— 

See Bank of Bbnoal. 

[I. L. R., 3 Calc., 392 

TRANSFER OP TENURE. 

See Bengal Regulation VIII of 1819. 

[3 B. I*. R., P. C., 48 

See Oases undeb Landloed and Ten- 
ant— Teansfee BY Landloed. 

See Cases under Landlord and Ten- 
ant — Teansfee by Tenant. 

See Cases under Right op Oooupanoy 
— Teansfee of Right. 

See Stamp Act, 1862, s. 14. 

[8 B, L. R., Ap., 30 


TRANSFER OP 

1* — Grant for purpose of living 

on the land. — Fer Peacock, C. J . — If one man 
grants a tenure to another for the purpose of living 
upon the land, that tenure, in the absence of evi- 
dence to the contrary, is assignable. Beni Madhub 
Banbejee V . Jai Krishna Mookebjer 

[7 B. L. R., 162 : 12 W. B., 495 

Upholding, on appeal, Kemp, J., in Ranee Ma- 
dhub Raneejee p. Joy Kishen Mookebjee 

[11 W. B., 864 

2. Mokurrari tenure.— It is neces- 

sary that a tenure should be mokurrari in order to be 
transferable. Hueomohun Mookeejeb p. Lalun- 
MONSE Dabsee . . . . 1 W. R., 6 

3. Surburakari tenure in Cut- 

tack. — Consent of zemindar. — The alienation of 
surburakari tenure in Cuttack is not practicable 
without the consent of the zemindar. Dooejodhun 
Doss p. Chooya Daye . . .1 W. R., 322 

4. Ryotwari tenure. — Consent of 

zemindar or talookdar. — Queere, — Whether a trans- 
fer of a ryotwari tenure can be effected without the 
consent of the zemindar or talookdar, as the case 
might be, the immediate successor in estate. Shibes- 
suEKE Dbbia r. Mothoobanath Achabjeb 

[13 W. B., P. C., 18 ; 13 Moore’s L A., 270 

TRANSFER, REGISTRATION OP— 

See Bengal Rent Act, 1869, s. 46. 

[1 B. L. B., S. N., 7 
10 W. R., 101 
8 W. B., 138 

See Cases under Landlord and Ten- 
ant-Acknowledgment OF Tenancy, 
&o. 

See Cases under Landlord and Tenant 
— Teansfee by Tenant. 

See Sale foe Aeebaes of Rent— Deposit 
to stay Sale . 13 B. li. R., 146 

See Sale foe Aeebaes of Rent— Effect 
OP Sale . . 9 W, B„ 161 

[7 W. B., 409 
Marsh., 212 
1 W.R.,r‘^ 

TRANSFERABLE TENURE. 

See Acquiescence . 7 B. L. R., 152 

[10 B. li. R., Ap., 5 

See Cases undee Landlord and Tenant 
— Transfer by Tenant. ^ 

See Patni Tenure. 

[3 B. L. R., A. C., 437 

See Casks under Right of Occupancy — 
Teansfee of Right. 

TRANS-SHIPMENT PERMIT. 

See Sea Customs Act, s. 128. 

[1. Ti. R., 4 Bom., 447 
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TBANSPOBTATION. 

See Sbntbnob— Tbakspobtatiok. 

A^baenoe by reason of—- 
See LiMiTATioir Act, 1877, 8, 7, 

[IB, JU B., & N., S3 

TREASON. 

See Waging Wae against thb Queen. 

[7B.L.B.,63 

TREASURE TROVE. 

1 , Beng. Reg. V of 1817. — Bidden 

treaewre, — Duty of finder of hidden treasure , — 
Bights of finder^ zemindar t and Government, — Some 
persons while digging a field in a certain zemindari 
found an earthen pot containing money. The finder 
and the zemindar both claimed to be entitled to the 
treasure, but the provisions of Regulation V of 1817, 
with regard to the finding of hidden treasure, were 
not complied with by them, and on this ground the 
Judge held they were not entitled to it. The Gov- 
ernment claimed the money on the ground that the 
provisions of the Regulation had not been complied 
with, and it was made over to the Collector, an ap- 
peal to the High Court being dismissed. In be 
Uma Chaban Banebjbe . 7 B. L. B., Ap., 8 

S. C. Oma Chuen Banbbjee v. Collectob op 
Hooghly .... 15W. R., 625 

2. 8. 6 and S. 2. — Valuable 

property. — Ornament. — The owner of the house where 
an ornament has been found concealed may, under sec- 
tion 6, Regulation V of 1817, retain possession of it 
as a “ valuable property ” under section 2, if no one 
else has substantiated any claim thereto. Pbem 
Moybb Bewah V. JNobin Ohundeb Chowdhby 

[4 W. B., Mis., 8 

8. M!ad. Beg. El of Bight 

to idols discovered. — Right of owner of property. — 
Bight of trespasser. — Omission to give notice to 
authorities.’— Certain idols and vessels of copper were 
discovered accidentally by one Sbaik Mira and his 
brother, while digging for stones, in a masonry 
building underneath the ground in a rather elevated 
part of the bed of the tank of Anandur which be- 
longs to the zemindari of 8hivaganga. No intima- 
tion of the discovery was given by the finders to any 
public authority, hut the Subordinate Magistrate, 
being informed of it by the police, proceeded to the 
spot and recovered the idols on the third or fourth 
day after they were found. They were then sent by 
the Magistracy to the Court of the Principal Suddor 
Ameen of Madura to be dealt with under the provi- 
sions of Regulation XI of 1832. Proclamation in- 
viting claimants was made and petitions asking for 
possession of the idols were presented by three par- 
ties — Ist, by the Rani of Shivaganga, on the ground 
that she was trustee of the Devastanams on her 
estate, on which the idols had been found ; 2nd, by 
the Stanikam of a temple in the villsge of Anandur; 
and 8rd, by the finder, 'fhe Principal Sudder Ameeu 
adjudged the idols to be the property of the Rani, 
and directed that they should be delivered to her. 
The finder appealed to the Civil Court, which re- 


TBEASUBE TBOVE.-Mad. Reg. |XI of 

1832 — continued. 

versed the decision of the Principal Sudder Ameen 
and directed delivery to the appellant. Against this 
order the Rani appealed to the High Court on the 
grounds— let, that Regulation XI of : 1832 onlyap^ 
plies to cases in which the ownership of the pro- 
perty is undiscovered, and that, in the present case, 
the Rani was presumably the owner of the property 
found; 2nd, that a trespasser could not benefit by 
the finding. Held that the Rani had no title to 
what had been hidden in former times in the soil 
now belonging to her ; that it had been found that 
these idols were hidden in a stone chamber specially 
appropriated to that purpose, and that she could not, 
therefore, claim a title as owner. As to the objec- 
tion that the finder, being a trespasser, could not 
benefit, — Held that it was unnecessary to consider 
this objection unless the Rani had some right or 
title to the treasure, the same as she had in the soil 
of the tank: that she had not such right, and 
therefore that the contention as to the right to the 
property found lay between the finder and the State, 
which had made no claim. An objection, not be- 
fore taken, was allowed to be argued at the hearing, 

— viz.f that the formalities prescribed by the Regula- 
tion had not been complied with. Held that, though 
immediate notice had not been given by the finder, 
the property was within three or four days of its 
discovery in the hands of the authorities, wlio might 
be said, therefore, to have supplied the necessary 
notice. Kaitama Natchiab (Zeminbabki of Shi - 
vaoanga) V. Muhammad Miba Ravutan 

[7 Mad., 150 

TREATIES. 

1 , Tenure of territory in Bom- 

bay, — The nature and results of Governor Aungier’s 
Convention stated, and the origin of “ pension aud 
tax” in Bombay traced. Treaty of the 23rd June 
1661 between Charles II. and the King of Portugal 
considered. The treaty in 1664-65 by Mr, Hum- 
phry Cook with the Viceroy of Goa was entered into 
without authorisation by the Crown of England or 
the Crown of Portugal, was not ratified by either, 
was expressly repudiated by the former, and never 
was of any force, hoe d, de Silveira v. Texeira, 2 
Mor. Dig., 250, observed upon. Naoboji Bebamji 
p. Roqbes ... .4 Bom., O, C., 1 

2. CeBsion of Bombay and Sal- 
sette to Portuguese. — The treaty made between 
Sultan Bahadur of Gujarat and the King of Portu- 
gal on the cession of Basseiu and its dependencies 
(including Bombay and Salsette) to the Portuguese 
referred to. Sbcbbtaby of State in Council v, 
Bombay Landing and Shipping Company 

[5 Bom., O. C., 23 
See Lopes v. Lopes . 5 Bom., O. C., 172 
TREES. 

See Cases under Landlord and Ten- 
ant— Pbopbety IN Trees planted on 
Land. 

See Limitation Acjt, 1877. s. 28 (1871, 
s. 29) . . 1. L. B., 3 AIL, 435 
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See SiiALL Cause Court, Motusbil — J u- 
BiSDioxiON — Moveable Peopertv. 

[I.L.R..6 AIL, 664 
24 W. R., 394 
3 Mad,, 237 
I. L. B., 3 AIL, 168 


TRESPASS. 

1. General Cases 

2. Hodse-Trbbpass 


Col. 

. 6043 
. 6045 


See Civil Procedure Code, 1882, s. 244 
—Questions in Exkcution op Decree. 

[3 B. L. R., A. C., 413 
12 B. li. R., 208, note 


See Cases under Criminal Trespass. 


See Damages— Suits tor Damages— 
Torts . . 8 Bom., A. C., 177 

[7 N. W„ 47 
25 W. R., 548 


See Debtor and Creditor. ^ „ 

[2 Ind. Jut., O. S., 7 


TRESPASS ^continued, 

1. GENERAL CASES^eonhnued, 

Wrongful diatraint of crops— 

with written notices under Act X of 1869, section 
116 ; and, in such a case, lyots, who knowingly resisted 
the distraint, were held to be not protected by the 
Penal Code, section 79. But, if the zemindar's people 
enter upon crops with intention of distraining without 
notice, the ryot-owners are justified in considering 
such action as trespass. Queen d. Kanhai Shahu 
[23W.R., Cr.,40 

8, Land taken by Government 

without formality prescribed by Beng. Reg. 
I of 1825. — £iyAt of owner to maintain suit against 
Government for rent , — Lands were occupied by the 
Government for the purpose of making an embank- 
ment without the observance of the formality re- 
quired by Regulation I of 1825. Meld that the 
owner of the land was entitled to maintain a suit 
against Government for the rent of the land during 
the time ho was kept out of possession. Joynarain 
Bose o. Collector op 24-Pbbguhnah8 

[Marsh., 56 


See Execution op Decree— Liability 
FOR WRONGFUL EXECUTION. 

[3 B. L. R., A. C., 413 
12 B. L. R., 208, note 

See Master and Servant. 

[2 B. L. R., A. C., 227 
2 B. L. R., O. C., 140 

See Railway Act, 1871, s. 2. 

[I. L. R., 1 Bom., 25 

See Rioting . L L. R., 6 Ma^, 246 
[10 C. L. R., 278 
W. R., 1864, Cr., 21 

See Wrongful Distraint. 

[3 B. L. R„ A. C., 261 

• by cattle. 

See Nuisance — Under Criminal Proce- 
dure Codes . 2 B. L. R., A. Or., ^ 
9 B. L. R., Ap., 36 

1. GENERAL CASES. 


Landlord and tenant. — Dam- 

aae to reversionary interests , — Right of landlord 
to sue for damage,— English law, Non-applicah%hty 

Many of the tenures in India are in the nature 

of a partnership, in which he to whom the land 
belongs participates with the cultivators in the crop. 
Therefore the law of England, that a landlord who 
has parted with his possession to a tenant cannot sue 
in trespass for damage to the property, unless the 
wrongful act complained of imports a damage to the 
reversionary interests, does not apply to landlords in 
India. Vbnkatachalam Chbtti o. Andiappan 
Ambalam . • . I. L. R., 2 Mad., 232 


2. ■— Wrongful distraint of crops. 

— Distraint without notice, — Penal Code,^ s. 79. 
Resistance to wrongful distraint,— k zemindar wsa 
held to bo justified in exercising his right of private 
distraint of crops, if he had served the defaulters 


Collector of 24-Pbrgunnah8 v , Joynarain 

Bose • . W. R., F. B., 18 : 1 Hay, 122 

4. Suit to prevent trespass.— 

Suit to close doors. — Cause of action. — Possibility 
of injury. — No suit can lie to close doors opened by 
a person in his own wall, on the ground of u possibi- 
Uty of his committing trespass on the land of the 
plaintiff, or of his having actually committed such 
trespass. It will only lie when the opening of the 
doors is in itself such an irremediable injury that 
the plaintiff would not be sufficiently compensated 
by money damages. Gibbon n. Abdur Rahman 
Khan . . . • 3 B. L. R., A. C., 411 

6, Sale for arrears of rent.— 

Sale under defective notice, — Reversal of sale for 
irregularity. — A., a zemindar, sold the right of B,, 
his putnidar, for aiTears of rent under Regulation 
VIll of 1819. This sale was subsequently set aside 
at the suit of B. for irregularity. A. then sued B, 
for the arrears under Act X of 1869, and B. pleaded 
limitation. Meld that A. was not guilty of a tres- 
pass in bringing the property to sale under a defec- 
tive notice, and A. could not have sued for arrears 
pending the proceedings to set aside the sale. SWAR- 
NAMAYi V , Shashi Mukhi Barmani 

[2 B. L. R., P. O., 10 

S. C. SURNOMOYBB V . SHOSHEE MoKHBB BuB- 

monia 12 Moore’s 1. A., 244 

[11 W. B., P. O., 5 

8. Trespass on burial-ground.— 

Penal Code, s. 297.— Trespass by co-owner,— A., B,, 
C., and D. were co-owners of a plot of land in which 
they were accustomed to bury their dead. A, and B. 
opened a saw -pit close to the graves of D.'s relatives, 
hut did not disturb any of the graves. Reid that 
they were wrongly convicted under section 297 of the 
Penal Code. In re Muhammad Hamin Khan 

rLL.R.,3Mad.,178 
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TBBSFASS — cotUinuei, 

1. GENERAL CASES — continued. 

7. Liability for trespass by de- 

fendants not actually committing it.— Com 
mitUe under Act XX of 1863. — Held, in a suit under 
Act XX of 1863» that where the evidence showed 
that certain acts of trespass by one of the defendants 
were for the benefit and on behalf of the members of 
the committee, and were afterwards adopted and 
taked advantage of by them when they had acquired 
a full knowledge of those acts, the defendants for 
whose benefit the acts were done were liable for the 
trespass. Vbnkatasa Naikee v. Srinivassa Cha- 
BiTAB 4 Mad., 410 

2. HOUSE-TRESPASS. 

3 , Breaking open chest in 

house by inmate of house. — Penal Code, s. 467. 
— T.y being an inmate of his uncle’s house, broke 
open a chest and took out property from it. He 
was convicted of an offence under section 457 of the 
Penal Code. Held that lu? could not properly be 
convicted under that section. Queen v. Tasuuuk 
Hossbin . . 6 N. W., 301 

9. Breaking open door in exe- 
cution of decree. — Penal Code, s. 456. — Where 
the accused persons, execution-creditors, in company 
with an authorised bailiff, broke open complainant’s 
door before sunrise with intent to distrain his pro- 
perty for which they were convicted on a charge of 
lurking house-trespass by night or house-breaking 
by night, — Held that ns they were not guilty of the 
offence of criminal trespass, there being no finding 
of any such intent as is recjuired to constitute that 
offence, and that as criminal trespass is an essential 
ingredient of either of the offences with which they 
were charged, the conviction must be quashed. 
In thb matter or Jotharam Davay 

[I. L. B., 2 Mad., 30 

10 , Cattle-yard. — Building used 

for custody of property. — Penal Code, ss. 442, 457. 
—The dourt inclined to hold that a cattle-yard 
which was originally walled on four sides, and in 
one side of which, fallen out of repair, there was a 
gap stopped wdth a thorn, was a building used m a 
place for the custody of property, within the mean- 
ing of section 442 of the Penal Code. Queen v. 
Duller . . . 8 N. W., 307 

IL Entry into house with 

forged warrant of arreBt,— Penal Code, s. 452. 
— Where A. goes with a forged warrant of arrest 
into a house, and takes away one of the inmates 
against his will under the authority of such warrant, 
he is guilty of house-trespass, by putting such per- 
son in fear of wrongful restraint, under section 452 
of the Penal Code. Quebn v. Nundmohun Sir- 
SAB . . . 12 W. B., Cr., 33 

12. Bight of wife to enter hus- 

band’s house. — IWe excommunicated from caste. 
— Excommunication from caste per se does not de- 
prive a Hindu wife of her right of joint enjoyment of 
her husband’s house, so as to make her a trespasser 


TBESP jASS— 

2. HOUSE-TRESPASS — continued. 

Bight of wife to enter husband’s house— 

continued, 

if she enters the house to claim maintenance. Qubbn 
V. Marimuttu . . I. L. B., 4 Mad., 243 

13. Entering lock-up with in- 

tent to convey food to prisoner.— Code, 
8. 442. — Where a person entered into a havalat with 
intent to convey or attempt to convoy food to a 
prisoner under trial, such act on his part did not 
amount to house-trespass within the meaning of sec- 
tion 442 of the Penal Code. Empress «. Lalai 

[I. L. B., 2 AIL, 391 

TBESFASSEB. 

Suit by, to recover money paid. 

jSee Wrongful Possession. 

[I. L. B., 4 Calc., 566 

— — Suit for mesne profits against— 

See Mesne Profits— Mode of Assess- 

MENT AND CALCULATION. 

[I. L. B., 1 AIL, 618 

TBOVEB. 

Suit in- 

Husband and Wife. 

[I. L. B., 1 Calc., 285 

1 , Bight of stoppage in transitu. 

— Contract for goods free on hoard. — Insoloency . — 
Gomls contracted to be sold and delivered free on 
board,” to l>e paid for by cash or bills at the option 
of the purchasers, were delivered on Imard, and 
receipts taken from the mate by the lighterman 
employed by the sellers, who handed the same over to 
them. The sellers apprised the purchasers of the 
delivery, who elected to pay for the goods by a bill, 
which the sellers having drawn, was duly accepted 
hy the purchasers. The sellers retained the mate’s 
receipts for the goods, but the inaHter signed the 
bill of lading in the purchasers* names, who, while 
the bill they accepted was running, became insolvent. 
In such circumstances, held by the Privy Council 
(reversing the decision of the Supreme Court at 
Bombay) that trover would not lie for the goods, for 
that on their delivery on board the vessel tliey were 
no longer in transitu so as to be stopp'^d by the sell- 
ers; and that the retention of the receipts by the 
sellers was immaterial, as after their election to be 
paid by a bill the receipts of the mate were not 
essential to the transaction between the seller and 
purchaser. Fbamjbe Cowasjee v. Thompson 

[3 Moore’s I. A., 422 

• 

2. Conversion. — Assignment of 

goods in certain warehouses on advances. — Seizure 
of goods.^ Advance and assignment not simulta- 
neous. — Incomplete assignment. — A bill of sale and 
assignment of goods described as being in certain 
warehouses belonging to A. was given by him for 
the loan of a sum expressed to have been paid on the 
day of the date thereof. Upon an action of trover 
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TBOVBR.—Conversion—cow^tnwgi?. 

brought against the assignee of A., who had seized 
the goods, it appeared in evidence that a portion only 
of the goods was in the warehouse specified at the 
date of the sale, and that no part of the loan was 
paid on that day, the same being discharged by in- 
stalments a few days afterwards : whereupon the 
Judges of the Supreme Court held that there had 
been no valid transfer, and consequently no conver- 
sion, and gave an interlocutory judgment in accord- 
ance with such view. Held by the Judicial Com- 
mittee on appeal from that decision, and from an 
order refusing a new trial, that the decision was not 
justified by the evidence, and must be reversed and 
a new trial granted. Muttyloll Seal c. O’Dowda 
[4 Moore’s 1. A., 882 

3 . Suit to recover notes lost by 

gambling. — Act XXI of 1848. — Illegal consider • 
ation. — Bond fide holder for value. — Trust for spe~ 
cific purpose. — The plaintiff, the manager of the 
Oriental Dank, placed in the hands of 2>., a broker, 
thirteen Government currency notes for R1,000 each 
on I).*s representation that there was some Com- 
pany’s paper at a certain place which he could pro- 
cure at a more reasonable rate than in the Calcutta 
market, if the money wore given him to purchase it. 
If the Company’s paj)er was not procurable, the notes 
wore to be returned to the plaintiff. H. did not go 
to the place stipulated to purchase the Company’s 
paper, but, meeting the defendant and others, ho 
w'ent into a house hired for gambling, and lost at 
cards, and j)aid away to the defendant some of the 
notes he had received from the plaintiff. The plain- 
tiff now sued the defendant to recover the notes so 
entrusted to D., on the allegation that they had been 
entrusted by him to I), for a specific purpose, and 
that the defendant w^as not a bond fide holder for 
value. lie (the plaintiff) stated in evidence “ that 
if the paper had been bought, he would either have 
taken the papers at the most favourable market price 
for the bank, or have sold them and given H. the 
profit.” Held, the plaintiff was entitled to recover. 
The defendant was not a bond fide holder for value. 
Per Paul, J., in the Court below, and^er Norman, 
J., on appeal.— The notes were especially entrusted 
to D. for the purchase of the Company’s paper. Per 
Phear, j . — Upon the case put forward by the plain- 
tiff, the transaction was a short loan, and not a bail- 
ment, and did not bear the character of a trust. But 
upon the evidence the notes were the property of the 
bank, and remained so in I).*s hands, and therefore 
the plaintiff was entitled to recover on behalf of the 
bank. Buldbo Narain v. SoRYMaKOUR 

[6 B. li. B , 581 


TRUST. 

See Eoolbsiastioal Trust. 

[2 Ind. Jut., O. S., 12 

See English Law— Trust, Declaration 

OF— ... 4 Mad.y 460 


TRUST — continued. 

See Hindu Law— Will— Construction 
OP Wills— Special oases op Con- 
struction — Perpetuities, Trusts, and 
Bequests to a Class. 

[2 B. li. R., O. C., 11 
4 B. li. R., O. C., 108, 281 

See Cases under Limitition Act, 1877, 
s. 10. 

See Limitation Act, 1877, art. 113 (1871, 
ART. 113) . I. Ij. R., 2 Calc., 328 

See Will— Construction. 

[I. Ii. R., 4 Calc., 420 

I. Ii. B., 9 Mad., 826 

Constructive— 

JSee Limitation Act, 1877, s. 10. 

[I. Ii. B., 2 All., 861 
I. UR., 6 Mad., 91 

Disavowal of— 

See Limitation Act, 1877, art. 144 (1871, 
ART. 145)— Adverse Possession. 

[I. L. B., 1 All., 403 

Notice of— 

See Limitation Act, 1877, art. 134 
(1871, ART. 134). 

[I. Ii. B., 1 Bom., 269 

Revocation of— 

See Onus Probandi— Trust, Kbvocation 

OF — . . . 10 B. Ii. R., 19 

Right to account of administra- 
tion of— 

See Account, Suit for — 

843 

For specific purpose. 

See Limitation Act, 1877, s. 10 (1871. 
8. 10) . I. Ii. R., 4 Calc., 455, 897 

[I. Ii. B., 6 Mad., 402 

See Trover . . 6 B. L. R., 581 

1 , Creation of trust.— Owwer of 

property constituting himself trustee. — Father open- 
ing an account in name of his «on.-— In order that the 
owner of a fund may constitute himself a trustee of 
it, he must either expressly declare himself a trus- 
tee, or must use language which, taken iu connection 
with his acts, shows a clear intention on his part 
to divest himself of all beneficial interest in it, apd 
to exercise dominion and control over it exclusively 
in the character of a trustee. From the single cir- 
cumstance that an account has been opened by a 
fjither in his books in the name of his son, in which 
money is credited to the son, no presumption can be 
raised in India that the father intends to create a 
trust, in favour of his son, of the suras appearing in 
the account. Assabai v. Tybb Haji Hahimtulia 
[I. Xi. B., 9 Bom., 115 
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2, ' ■ ' ' ■ Subsequent dispo- 

sition by settler, — Disposition out of income, — Meld 
that where a trust has been once perfectly created, 
although there may have been no transmutation of 
possession, it cannot be defeated by any subsequent 
act of the settlor, and apparent dispositions of por- 
tions of the property afterwards made by him to 
particular members of a family, the individuals con- 
stituting which have, as a class, a beneficial interest 
in the whole, must be regarded, not as gifts to them 
for creations of hew trusts in their favour which he 
had no power to make, but as the acts of a trustee, 
and available only to the extent of the shares to 
which such persons may be entitled. Hut this 
applies only to dispositions out of the principal of 
the fund, and not to payments made out of its in- 
come to particular members of the family for their 
maintenance, or other expenses, as there may be cir- 
cumstances which would render it inequitable to 
take an account of the latter, so as to charge such 
persons with what they may have received beyond 
their respective shares. Jamsetji Juibhai e. Sona- 
BAi . . .2 Bom., 130 : 2nd Bd., 133 

3. Invalid declara- 

tion of trust. — Intended transfer of property , — 
Itieomplete gift, — Evidence of interested parties , — 
Tlie plaintiff, i?., was the daughter of one X., de- 
ceased. K., some two years before his death in 
1866, contemplated conferring a bounty to the ex- 
tent of 115,000 on each of his daughters, M, and M. 
For M, he bought a house at Zanzibar and settled it 
on her by a formal deed of settlement with various 
limitations. For AT., too, ho at first intended to buy 
a house; but finding houses in Bombay were too 
dear, he purchased a Government promissory note 
of the nominal value of H5,000. The note was pur- 
chased in his own name, and a separate account of it 
opened in his books, headed The account of one 
promissory note bearing 6 per cent, interest.” This 
account he debited with all expenses over and above 
the 115,000 incurred in and about the purchase of the 
note, such as for premium, carriage hire, &c , — 
charging, moreover, 9 per cent, interest on these 
items of debit (which interest he carried as a gain 
to his general interest account) and he credited the 
account with the interest collected on the note from 
time to time, allowing interest at 6 per cent, on 
these items of credit. He kept also a separate ac- 
count of the proceeds of the note, headed “The 
account of interest on one promissory note for 
115,000.” The plaintiff stated that on the day when 
the note was bought her father K, brought it and 
showed it to her, saying, “ This is your note ; take 
it when you want it and that she left it in his 
custody, saying, “ I will take the note when my sons 
grow up and do business.” Corroborative evidence 
— which, however, differed in details from, and was 
in some respects inconsistent with, the evidence of 
the plaintiff —was given by the plaintiff’s son and 
husband, as well as by a fourth witness not interest- 
ed in the case. No interest was 6ver paid to the 
plaintiff by AT. himself, although he lived for two 
years after the purchase of the note; but after M,*s 
4eaih his son recognised some claim in the plaintiff 


TRUST,— Creation of truat— continued, 

to the income of the sum of 115,000 set apart by E., 
and he paid her sums, equivalent to the proceeds of 
the note, with more or less regularity down to the 
date of his death. The note itself, however, he sold 
without communicating with the plaintiff, and appro- 
priated to himself the sum realised by the sale, al- 
though he continued the account of interest on the 
note, and even headed that account in JGT.’f name. 
Later still, after the death of E.*s eon, his grand- 
sons, the defendants, made similar payments for 
some time, but irregularly, and finally they refused to 
pay anything further. 'J'he plaintiff sued for the 
note or its value, and for arrears of interest accrued 
due thereon, asserting that the evidence established a 
declaration of trust in respect of the note. Meld 
that the evidence was insufficient to establish a valid 
declaration of trust, for while books of account 
might very well be held to corroborate the testimony 
of a trust which was itself of a satisfactory descrip- 
tion, they were insufficient of themselves to establish 
such a trust; while the oral testimony— which, if 
taken together and accepted as reliable, might well 
suffice to establish the acknowledgment of a trust — 
contained such discrepancies and was so generally 
misty and uncertain in character that it ought not 
to be accepted unless corroborated by undisputed 
facts in tbe case incapable of being explained except 
on the hypothesis advanced by the plaintiff. Eer 
Saeoent, C, *7.— The equitable doctrine of the 
transfer of ownership by acknowledgment of trust, 
when it is sought to establish it by oral evi- 
dence, requires to be applied in this country with 
the greatest caution ; and we cannot doubt that to 
allow an acknowledgment of trust to be established 
by the evidence of interested parties, speaking as to 
conversations which took place seventeen years ago 
without the corroboration derived from other evidence 
pointing irresistibly in the same direction, would be 
to introduce a most dangerous mode of appreciating 
evidence in this country, and would offer a direct en- 
couragement to perjury. The suit dismissed, but 
without costs, E.^s intention that M. should have the 
benefit of the R5,000— to which, however, he had 
failed to give effect — being clear. Hihbai v. .Tan 

Mauohbd Khalaedina . 1. Ii. B., 7 Bom., 229 

4. GifU-^Uequisites 

to complete gift. — Donor constituting hi^nself trustee 
for donee. — Enforcement of trust by representative 
of donee, — Trustee^ Liability of, — The plaintiffs M, 
and R, were Parsis, and were married in the year 
1851. The defendant was the widow of B, M., who 
was the father of the plaintiff jB. The plaintiffs 
sued to recover from the defendant certain Govern- 
ment promissory notes which they alleged had been 
presented by B, to M. at her marriage for her sole 
and separate use. They alleged that the said notes, 
then of the nominal value of Rl,500, were endorsed 
in the name of the said B,, and had been deposited by 
him for safe custody with M*s grandfather «/. ; that 
the said B, during his life used from time to time to 
receive the said notes from J, and draw the interest 
thereon for M. ; that B. died in 1864, and that after 
bis death the defendant, who was his widow and exe- 
cutrix, used to draw the interest for M, ; that in 1869 
she obtained possession of the said notes, and had 
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ever since continued in possession thereof, informing 
the plaintiffs that she was duly keeping them and 
collecting the interest for M,; that the plaintiffs had 
Iwen living with the defendant until shortly before 
the present suit, and having then separated from her, 
had called upon her to hand over the notes and the 
accumulated interest, which she refused to do. The 
defendant denied that her husband B, had ever pre. 
sented M. with Government notes for her separate use. 
She alleged that the notes which had been deposited 
by B. with J. were her own separate property, and 
not M/s ,* that she and her husband had ■ dealt from 
time to time with them, and that no interest was 
ever paid to the plaintiffs, or either of them, or for 
their benefit. She further stated that some of the 
notes which had been deposited with J. had been 
disposed of by B. in his lifetime with her consent ; that 
in 1869 she obtained the remaining notes from «/. and 
sold them, and applied the proceeds to her own benefit. 
At the hearing it was proved that, on the occasion of 
the plaintiff^s marriage, presents were made to A/, 
^th by her own family and by that of the bridegroom 
M. Two accounts were then opened in the books of 
the fii-m ofJ. ^ Co., of which Af.’s grandfather J. 
was a partner, one of which showed her acquisitions 
from her own family, and the other her acquisitions 
from the family of her husband. The latter account 
contained an entry (under date August 1854) to the 
effect that B., the father-in-law of AT., had bought 
two Government notes for Rl,500 in M/s name, and 
had obtained the interest on them, which was duly 
credited to her. Other documents were produced, 
pnived to be in the handwriting of B. and J., in 
which the said Government notes were alluded to 
as the property of M., and as having been purchased 
with her moneys. In 1864 B. died without having 
endorsed the notes over to Jf. or to any one in her 
behalf, and they remained in his name in the hands 
of J. until 1869, when the defendant got possession 
of them. Meld that B. was liable to answer for the 
notes as a trustee, and after B. the defendant as his 
executrix and representative. In the documents put 
in evidence, B. alluded to the notes as Af.’s property. 
His placing theip, as he did, with Af.’s grani 
father, was itself an acknowledgment, according 
to the practice of the class to which he belonged, that 
the benefit was to be hers and her childreu’s. He 
thus sufiiciently admitted an obligation as trustee, 
rhe legal ownership was his, but he had acknow- 
ledged with Huliicient clearness an obligation to hold 
and use the ownership for the benefit of another, 
ouch a purpose clearly manifested constitutes a trust, 
mid burdened with a trust the pro|>erty passed from 
defendant as his representative, and 
wuld be enforced against her. Held, further, that 
having regard to the general practice among Parsis, 
t le conduct of B. in relation to the notes showed 
that it was his intention that the property should 
he enjoyed in sole and separate use by M, and her 
children. Mbebai o. Pbeozbbai 

[1. 3[i. B., 5 Bom., 268 

Suit for declaration of trust. 

— i'osscMtort of trust property. ^Breach of duty. 
a suit for declaration of trust, with reference to 


TBUST.— Suit for declaration of trusts 

continued, 

lands, it must be shown that the party against whom 
the tnist is prayed must have obtained a more or less 
rightful possession of the lands, but impressed with 
the obligation of a trust ; that in a suit such as last 
mentioned, it must be shown that some duty prim A 
fane foW on the defendants, of which they were com- 
mitting a breach. Muzhue Hossain v. Dinobundo 

SaN . . . Bourke, O. C.,8:Oor.,84 

Recognition of trust.— Dcsci 

of gift. Validity of . — Oudh Estates Act {£ of 1860), 
s. S.-^A talookdar, deceased before annexation, had 
provided by will for the succession of his five widows, 
one at at a time, to his estate, with remainder to a 
son of his nephew. Settlement was made with the 
senior widow after the Mutiny, a saiiad granted to 
her as talookdar, with full power of alienation, and 
her name was afterwards entered in the lists pre- 
pared under section 8 of the Oudh Estates Act, 
1869. But certain of her acts were not explicable 
except on the understanding that she was abiding by 
the will. jffsW,in asuit by the widow next in order, 
that such senior widow had undertaken the trust of 
carrying out the provisions of the will, and that a 
deed of gift made by her transferred only her inter- 
est, which was an estate for life. Bamanund Kctae 
o. Raohunath Kuae. Anunt Bahadub Singh r. 
Raghunath Kttab 

[I. L. B., 8 Calc., 769 : U C. L. R., 140 
li. B., 9 I. A., 41 

7. CesBation of trOBt— Cessation 
of performance by congregation of particular form 
of worship. — Commencement of different form of 
worship, —If the congregation of a church as a body 
cease to follow the observances of a particular form of 
worship, and in preference for ^rty years follow those 
of a different form of worship, there would he no one 
left for whom and by whom the original form of 
worship can be continued, the objects of the original 
trust cease to exist, and the church funds and pro- 
perty become impressed with a trust for the perform- 
ance of the later form of worship. Mbllus v. 
VioAB Apostolic op Malabab 

[I. Ii. B., 2 Mad., 295 

8. -- - Suit to enforce truat—Suitfor 

enforcing religions or charitable trusts. — Bight of 
suit. — Pleading. — Security for The represent- 

atives of a testator, who has created trusts for reli- 
gious or charitable purposes, in which the represent- 
atives are not personally interested, may institute pro- 
ceedings to have abuses in the trust rectified, there 
being no officer in this country who has such ppwer 
of enforcing the due administration of religious or 
charitable trusts by Information at the relation of 
some private individual, as is possessed by the Attor- 
ney General in Engknd. A suit for this purpose 
should not be admitted unless the plaintiff gives 
sufficient security for costs. In order that a decree 
for an account may be made in favour of the plain- 
tiff in such a suit, he must allege substantially in his 
plaint that which must be a diftinct breach of trust; 

9 H 
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it is not sufficient for him to make out a case of 
mere suspicion, or to rely on particular passages in 
the defendant’s written statement. Beojomohun 
Doss V, Hubbololl Doss . 1. li. B., 5 Calc .9 700 

9. Transfer of property on 

trust. — Transfer of 'property hy convict sentenced 
to transportation. — B. having been sentenced to 
transportation for life, presented a petition in the 
Kevenue Court, in which, stating that he owned a 
certain zemindari estate, that he had been so sen- 
tenced, and that it was necessary to make arrange- 
ments for the payment of the Government revenue 
and the management of the estate, he prayed that his 
name might be removed from the revenue registers 
and that of P. be recorded dn its stead. Meld that 
the transfer of the property by B. to P. was in the 
nature of a trust. Durga Prasad v. Asa Ram, I. 
B. R., 2 All,, 361, referred to. Hait Ram v, Duega 
Pbabad • . « • 1. li. B., 5 All., 609 

10. Property held on trust— 

Assignment by trustees. — Limitation. — In 1870 the 
purchasers and recorded proprietors of a four biswas 
share of a certain village caused a statement to be 
recorded in the village record of rights to the effect 
that B, claimed to be the proprietor of a moiety of 
such share, and that they were willing to admit his 
right whenever he paid them a moiety of the sum 
which they had paid in respect of -the arrears of re- 
venue duo on such share. In 1843 M. purchased such 
share and became its recorded proprietor. In 1877 
K., the son of P.,sued the representative of M., for 
possession of a moiety of such share, alleging, with 
reference to the statement recortlcd in the record of 
rights, that such moiety had vested in Af.’j assignors 
in trust to surrender it to B. or his heirs on payment 
of a moiety of the sum they had paid on account of 
revenue, and paying into Court a moiety of such sum. 
Meld that that statement could not 1^ regarded as 
evidence of the alleged trust, and that, assuming that 
the alleged trust existed, the suit was barred by limi- 
tation, Af. having purchased without notice of the 
trust and for valuable consideration. Kamal Singh 
V. Bathii Fatima . . I. 1j, B., 2 All., 460 

11 , -Holder of missing 
person's estate. — Possession. — The possession by the 
widow or some other member of the family, of a miss- 
ing person’s estate may, in the absence of an indica- 
tion of its being adverse, bo considered to be that of 
a trustee until the expiry of the term fixed for his re- 
turn. Nabaib Sahai V. Posoo . 2 Agra, 78 

12, — Absconding share- 

holder. — Custom for his share to be considered as 
held in trust for a certain time, — Failure to reclaim 
share, — The plaintiffs sued to recover a share in a 
village on the allegation that it had been taken by 
the other shareholders of the village in trust for their 
father, according to custom, on his absconding from 
the village by reason of his inability to , pay his quo- 
tum of Government revenue. The only evidence of 
the custom was a provision in a wajib-ul-urz that the 
share of a person who absconded should be held in 
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trust for him for twelve years only. Meld that, as 
the father of the plaintiffs did not reclaim his share 
within twelve years, the plaintiffs’ right was forfeit- 
ed. Nahana V , Dta Kam . , 6 N , W., 170 

13. — >-• ■■ TFaj ib-u Uurs, 

— Absconding co-sharer. — Where a clause of the 
wajib-ul-urz of a village stated in general terms that 
absconders from such village should receive back their 
property on their return, and certain persons who 
absconded from such village before such wazib-ul- 
urz was framed sued to enforce such clause against 
the purchaser of their property from the co-sliarer 
who had taken possession of it on their absconding, 
and who was no party to such wajib-ul-urz, alleging 
that their property had vested in such co-sharer in 
trust for them, — Meld that l)efore such co-sharer could 
be taken to have held their property as a trustee, 
there must be evidence that he accepted such trust, 
and this fact could not be taken as proved by the 
wajib-ul-arz. Piabet Lal v. Saliga 

[I. L.B.,2 All., 394 

14. Wajib‘ul-urz . — 
Absent shareholders, — Meld that a village adminis- 
tration-paper which provides for the surrender to 
absent shareholders on their return to the village of 
the lands formerly held by them does not necessarily 
constitute a valid trust in their favour, although it 
may be evidence of such a trust. Where a village 
administration -paper provided for the surrender to 
certain absent shareholders on their return to the 
village of the lands formerly held by them, but 
did not contain any declaration of a trust as existing 
between such absent shareholders and the occupiers of 
their lands at the time such administration-paper was 
framed, — Meld that the administration -paper could 
not be regarded as evidence of a pre-existing trust 
between such persons, nor as an admission of such a 
trust by such occupiers. Haebhai Ogmani 

[I. Ii. B., 2 AIL, 493 

15. ■ Absent co-sharer. 
— Wajib-ul-urz. — S. and his brother owned an 8 annus 
share of a village, and M. and f>. owned the other 
8 annas share, the parties being ridated to each 
other by blood. In 1865 (Sam bat 1921), at the set- 
tlement of the village, the following statement was 
recorded by the settlement officer in tlic wajib-ul-urz 
at the instance erf M. and D., with whom the settle- 
ment was made, S. and his brother Iwjing absent 
from the village and having been absent for some ten 
years ; “ We, M. and D., are equal sharers of one 
8 annas and S. and (his brother) of the other 8 
annas in the village according to descent ; ten years 
ago S, and (his brother) went away into Orai ; their 
present residence is not known: they liave not left 
woman, child, or heir of any kind in the village : on 
that account the entire 16 annas of the village are 
in possession of us, M. and D. At the time of the 
preparation of the khewat we made a gift of 4 
annas of our own eight annas to P., and have given 
him possession of 4 annas of the 8 annas belong- 
ing to 8. and (his brother), keeping the remain- 
ing four annas in our own possession : when 8. and 
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TBUST.— Property held on truat- 

(his brother) return to the village, we three who are 
in possession shall give up the 8 annas share of the 
aforesaid persons.” In March 1880 8, sued P. for 
possession of the 4 annas mentioned in the wajib- 
ul-urz as having been made over to him by* U, and 
2>. out of the 8 annas share belonging to S. and 
his brother. He based his suit upon the wajib-ul-urz, 
but did not expressly state that the share in suit had 
been entrusted to M. and D» on the understanding 
that it should l)e returned to him wiien he reclaimed 
it. The lower Appellate Court dismissed the suit as 
barred by limitation, on the ground that P.^« posses- 
sion of the share in suit became adverse in 1866 or 
1867, more than twelve years before the institution 
of the suit, when 8., having returned to the village, 
had claimed the share and P. had refused to surren- 
der it. On second appeal it was contended by 8. 
that under the terms of the wajib -ul-urz jP.*a posses- 
sion was that of a trustee, and his possession could* 
not be held to be adverse. Per iSPAWKiE, */.— That 
inasmuch as there was no direct evidence that the 
share in suit had been entrusted by 8. to H. and D, 
on the understanding that it should be returned to 
him when he reclaimed it, and as such a trust could 
not be implied from the terms of the wajib-ul-urz, 
which amounted to nothing more than an acknow- 
ledgment of 8*s title and an offer to surrender pos- 
seshion when he returned, and as when he did return 
in 1866 or 1867 P. refused to surrender possession, 8, 
was bound to have sued to recover the share in suit 
within twelve years from the date of such refusal, 
and as he had failed to do so, the suit was barred by 
limitation. Per Pearson, tT".— That although no 
mention was made in the wajib-ul-urz of such a trust 
as was contended for, yet the terms of that docu- 
ment strongly suggested the creation of such a trust. 
Having regard to the terms of the wajib-ul-urz, and 
to the fact that 8. and his brother were not strangers 
to R. and Z>., nor merely co- sharers, but near blood- 
relations, probably residing together on the same 
premises and partners in agricultural labours, further 
inquiry should be made with the view of elucidating 
the nature of the acH]uisition of H. and P. of the 
share and of their subsequent possession. Sibdab 
Sainey V, PiBAN SiNChH . 1. L. B., 3 AH., 463 

18. Betirement and disability 

of trustees. — Effect of, on trust . — Where property 
is assigned to trustees % an insolvent trader for the 
purpose of having it equally distributed among his 
creditors, such a trust does not become inoperative 
by reason of the retirement of two out of three trus- 
tees, and of the mability of the third to discharge his 
duties properly. BAUHaABTNEB v, Stephenson 

[3 Agra, 321 

17. Creditor’s trust-fond.— ITii- 

claimed dividends, Suit for distribution of , — Where 
a creditor’s trust-deed contained no provision for 
redistribution of unclaimed dividends, and a suit was 
brought by the representatives of one of the credit- 
ors, party to the deed, for the administration and dis- 
tribution of funds in the defendant’s possession 
allotted to other creditors by way of dividends, but 


TBUST.— Creditor’s trust-fund;— 

unclaimed by them for forty years , — Held that the 
plaintiff was not entitled to such relief. Wilde v. 
B anning, L. 2 Eq., 577, distinguished. MaNIOKA- 
VELU MuDALI V, ^iaUTHNOT & Co. 

[I. li. B., 4 Mad., 404 


18. Besulting trust.— Jnfenfeoa 

of party. — Implied trust, Piesumption o/.— Suit 
brought to recover possession of a talook, upon the 
alleged ground that the moneys with which the pur-- 
chase was made were not the moneys of the person 
in whose name the property was bought, but of 
a lady with whom he was -living as her husband, 
and that there was a resulting trust in her favour. 
The Privy Council considered that the very principle 
of a resulting trust was that the property had been 
purchased, with money belonging to another, with an 
implied trust that it should belong to that other 
person to whom the money also belonged ; but that 
if it was the intention of the person to wdiom the 
money belonged that there should be no such trust, 
no such implied trust could arise by implication, 
and the presumption would then be met by the 
facts. Amereoonnissa Khantjm; v. Ashbttppoon- 
NiSSA • 17 W. B., 258 : 14 Moore’s I. A., 433 

19. Statute of 

Frauds. — Stat, 29 Charles II., c. 3 . — The plaintiff, 
who was the widow of (?., sued the defendant, 
the executrix of J., to recover a sum of ft7,394-9-6, 
part of the purchase- money of a house which had 
been sold by J. in his lifetime, and which the plain- 
tiff alleged had been, shortly before his death, con- 
veyed by her husband O, to J. in trust to sell and 
hold the proceeds in trust for Q*8 family. The de- 
fendant denied the trust and insisted that J. had 
purchased the house from G. for valuable consider- 
ation. Both J. and G. were Parsis. Held that, even 
assuming that no consideration was given by J. 
to O. for the house, the plaintiff was not entitled to 
succeed. In the absence of consideration, the trust 
of the house, which was admittedly conveyed by G. 
to J., would have resulted to G., unlest., under the 
provisions of section 7 of the Statute of Frauds (29 
Charles II., Cap. 3), he (G.) had declared in writing 
some other trust whieh was to supei’sode the result- 
ing trust in his own favour. ,No such declaration of 
trust in writing was proved. If, on the other hand, 
the trust did result to G., he, no doubt, might, 
as equitable owner of the house, have disposed of his 
interest by will. If he did so, the plaintiff had not 
qualihed herself to sue as his representative. Pro- 
bate had not been obtained of the will, and until the 
will was proved it could not be said that G, hdd 
made a particular declaration of trust by it. Nor 
without probate could the plaintiff take up the posi- 
tion of legal representative of her deceased husband 
entitled to enforce his rights, and, amongst others, 
his rights under the supposed resulting trust. Ex- 
cept as executrix or as administratrix the plaintiff 
could not recover property, or enforce rights equit- 
ably vested in her deceased husband. Bai Maneoe- 
BAI V. Bai Mebbai . • I. L.'B«t 6 Bom., 863 

9 H 2 
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TB UST — continued, 

20. Breach of trust— T’ar/iM.— 

Defaulting trustees, — Breach of trust beneficial to 
trust •estaie^'—Tlit Court will uot, at the instance of 
one of two defaulting trustees, declare the liabilities 
wising from a breach of trust without having all the 
parties concerned before it. Nor will the Court pass 
an order which might in any way tend to be con- 
strued as an assent to a breach of trust already com- 
mitted, even though the breach may have been bene- 
ficial to the trust- estate. Babuy e. ^tgbl 

[1 C. L. B., 80 

2L Bevocation of trust. — Volun- 

tary settlement, — A.^ being at the time unmarried, 
executed a voluntary settlement by which he created 
trusts for himself for life, and after his death for his 
issue and widows (if auy), with ultimate trusts over. 
The deed contained a provision empowering A, at any 
time, with the consent of the trustee, to revoke the 
trusto, and to declare any new or other trusts. A, 
subsequently married, and, after his marriage, exe- 
cuted a deed of revocation, declaring that the trust- 
property should be held for himself absolutely. The 
trustees refused to hand over the trust-property, and 
A, thereupon instituted a suit to have the trust set 
aside. His wife was a minor, and there was no issue 
of the marriage. Meld that, although there might 
be cases in which, where no other person but the 
settlor was interested, the deed might be regarded 
as a mere direction as to the manner in which the 
settlor’s property should be applied for his benefit, 
and as such revocable by the settlor, yet that, in 
the present case, there being au infant beneficiary, 
the deed could not be revoked. Golam Yassin v. 
Official Tbustbe of Bengal 

[I. L. B., 8 Calo., 887 

TBUST-DEED FOB BENEFIT OF CBE- 

BITOBS. 

See Bill of Exchange. 

[I. li. B., 8 Calc., 174 

See Debiob and Cbbditob. 

[11 Moore’s I. A., 317 
3 Agra, 104, 321 
8 Bom., A. C., 245 
1 Bom., 233 
1. li. B., 7 Bom., 101 

TBXJST-PBOPEBTY. 

See CouBT Fees Act, sch. I, abt. 11. 

[6 B. li. B., Ap., 138 
11 B. Xi. B., Ap., 39 
7 B. L. B., 57 

14 B. li. B., 184 

TBUSTEB. 

See Costs— Special Cases— Tbustees. 

[13 B. L. B., 383 
I. L. B., 11 Calc., 028 

See Executob . L L. B., 2 Bom., 388 

See Hindu Law — Endowment— Cbba- 
TioN of Endowment. 

[14 B. Ii. B., 176 
I. Ii. B., 9 Bom., 169 
I. L. B., 4 Calc., 56 


I TBXIBTjESJES-^confinued. 

See Hindu Law— Endowment— Succes- 
sion IN Management. 

[5 B. L. B., 181 
I.L.E.,7Mad.,499 

• See Hindu Law— Endowment— Tbans- 

FEB OF J{IGHT OF WoESHIP. 

[3 C. Ii. E., 112 
See Insolvent Act, b. 40, 

[I. Ii. B., 3 All., 799 

See Cases undeb Limitation Act, 1877, 
S. 10 (1871, s. 10; 1859, s. 2). 

See Malabab Law — Joint Family. 

[I Ii. B., 2 Mad., 328 
.1. Ii. B., lMad.,lo3 

See OuDH Estates Act. 

[L L. B., 3 Calc., 522, 646 

See Pabties— Pabties to Suits — Debtor 
AND Cbbditob, Suits between — 

[I. Ii. B., 3 All., 799 

See Cases undeb Tbubt. 

See Vendor and Pubohasbb — Vendor, 
Bights and Liabilities of — 

[7 B. Ii. B., 113 

See Will— Construction. 

[4 B. L. B., O. C., 63 
1. Ii. B., 5 Calc*, 228 

— Constructive— 

See Insolvency— Order and Disposi- 
tion . . 1. Ii. B., 2 Bom., 542 

— Claim to immoveable property 
against— 

See Certificate of Administration — 
Right to Sue oe Execute Dbcbbe 
WITHOUT Certificate. 

[1. Ii. B., 2 Calc., 45 
See Will— Construction. 

[1. Ii. B., 2 Calc., 45 

— Distinction between trustee and 
director. 

See Company — Powers, Duties, and 
Liabilities of Dibectobb. 

[6 B. L. B., 278 

— of temple. Breach of trust by— 

See Jurisdiction of Q^minal Court. 
—General Jurisdiction. 

[1. L. B., 1 Mad., 55 

— Suit by— 

See Hindu Law— Will — Consthuotion 
OF Wills — Special Casks of Con- 
struction— Vested AND Contingent 
Interests . I. L. B., 1 Bom., 269 

1. Belinquishment by one 

trimtee,— Effect of relinquishment , — In a contest 
between three trustees or managers of an endowment, 
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TBtrS6I^I!.— Belinguishment by .one trua- 
tee — eoniinued, 

each entitled to a third share in the profits of the 
property, if one of them withdraws from the 
contest, his share is held to have been relinquished in 
favour of the remaining partners, and to have 
merged in the general account to be rendered by the 
trustees or managers. Buzl Kuhim v, Lutafut 
Hosssin. Khodbjoonnissa Bibbs w. Lxttaftjt Hos- 
W. B., 1864, 171 

2, Breach of trustees’ duty.— 

Mixing trust funds with money of trustees. — Com-- 
mission on trust moneys, — It is a grave breach of 
duty in trustees, or administrators taking out letters 
of administration, to estates in this country under 
powers of attorney from executors or next of kin 
abroad, to mix the incomes raised by them from 
trust properties, or the funds of the estate, in one 
common fund with their own moneys, and such a 
course of dealing may expose the trustees or adminis* 
trators to criminal as well as civil liabilities. In the 
MATTBB OF THE PETITION OF COWIE . 

[I. li. B., 6 Calc., 70; T C. L. B., 19 

3, Appointment of new trus- 

tees. — Prolate. — Pxecutors. — Executors alienating 
property of their testator^ s estate before obtaining 
probate. — Title of alienees to such property . — Right 
of holder of property to cote at election of trustee be- 
fore obtaining probate, — Trustee elected by debenture- 
holders . — Meeting of debenture-holders to elect a 
trustee, — Exclusion from meeting of holders of de- 
bentures obtained from executors before probate . — 
Validity of election of trustee elected at meeting 

from which such debenture-holders were excluded . — 
In order to secure certain money which it bad bor- 
rowed by the issue of debentures, the D. Company on 
the 23rd November 1883 conveyed certain lands, &c., 
to tliree trustees, K., Q., and Zl., by way of mortgage. 
With regard tg the appointment of new tnistees in 
case any trustee should die, &c., the indenture of mort- 
gage provided that, in certain events, the surviving 
or continuing trustees might convene a meeting of 
the debenture-holders for the purpose of nominating 
a new trustee ; and that at such meeting the election 
of such new trustee should be decided by a majority 
of votes of the debenture-holders present in person, 
each party having only one vote, and in case of an 
equality of votes, then the chairman of the meeting 
should have a casting vote. K„ one of the trustees 
appointed under the deed, died on the 9th February 
1886, leaving a will whereby he appointed three exe- 
cutors. At the time of his death K. was the holder 
of one moiety of the debentures, viz., 1,400 deben- 
tures of the value of ft7,00,000. The two remain- 
ing trustees, Q. and D., called a meeting of the 
debenture-holders for the 27th February 1886 to 
elect a trustee. Previously to the meeting and for 
the purpose of having the large interests of K.*s estate 
adequately represented, the executors of K. distri- 
bute some of tbe debentures in their bands, belong- 
ing to K*s estate, among nominees for the purpose of 
voting at tbe meeting ; and they also sold some of tbe 
debentures. Among the persons to whom debentures 
were sold were the first three plaintiffs. Pursuant 


TBUSTEE.— Appointment of new trustees 

— continued, 

to the notice convening tbe meeting, tbe plaintiffs 
and other persons, to whom debentures belooging to 
the estate of K. bad been given or sold, presented 
themselves and claimed to attend the meeting ; but none 
of them, except the three executors (plaintiffs 4, 6, and 
6) ofJT. were allowed to attend, and they were admit- 
ted only in their capacity as executors. Defendant 
No. 1 was chairman of the meeting, aud he ruled that 
the three executors had a joint right, in their capacity 
as executors, to give one vote upon any proposition 
that might be submitted to the meeting. At the 
meeting it wag proposed that the holders of the de- 
bentures, who claimed admission to the meeting, 
should be permitted to attend. The chairman ruled 
the motion irrelevant, aud would not allow it to be 
put. The executors, therefore, withdrew from the 
meeting. After they had withdrawn, the third de- 
fendant. P., was elected a trustee. At the date of 
the meeting the executors had not obtained probate 
of E.*s will. On behalf of the defendants it was 
contended that P.*s election was valid; and that the 
persons to whom the executors had given or sold 
debentures belonging to Il.*s estate had been properly 
excluded from the meeting of the 27th February, in- 
asmuch as the executors had not at that time obtained 
probate, and, consequently, the title of their alienees 
to the debentures was still incomplete. Beld that 
P. (defendant No. 8), had not been validly appointed 
a trustee to the indenture of the 23rd November 
1883. Under that indenture, debenture -holders had 
the right to vote ; and the debentures were payable 
to bearer. The fact that the executors had not at 
the date of the meeting obtained probate did not 
affect the rights of those to whom they had given or 
sold debentures, aud such persons had, consequently, 
been improperly excluded from the meeting. Ma- 
THUEADAS LOWJI V. GoCtJLDAB MaDHOWJI 

[1. li. B.» 10 Bom., 468 

Breach of trust.— ZiaJiYiYy of 

passive trustee . — A trustee who, having accepted 
a trust, remains passive and takes no steps to see the 
trust carried into execution, is liable for losses 
arising from the breach of trust of his co-trustec. 
Bai Jadav V. Teibhuvandas Jagjivandas 

[8 Bom., 883 

5. Eiduoiary relationship.— .4#- 

signment by married woman. — L. M. died in 1856, 
having bequeathed certain personal property to J. 
who then and at the time of the subsequently- 
mentioned suit was a married woman, and who exe- 
cuted a power of attorney, authorising O. &. df Co, 
to receive payment of the legacy, and. to execute a 
settlement of a portion of the same according to 
articles contained in the power. This settlement was 
made, and under it a portion of the legacy was as- 
signed to trustees, who did not execute the deed or 
undertake the trust, aud no other trustee was sub- 
stituted for them. O. Qt, 4* Co. at various times 
advanced money to J. B., and in acknowledgment 
received promissory notes from her for a portion of 
such advances ; and in a suit^ by O. 4* Co. to 
recover tbe amount of these advances, it was beld that 
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TBUSTEE.— Fiduciary relationship— 

nued, 

0. O. 4* Co., standing in a fiduciary relation to J. 
8., before they could avail themselves of her acts, 
must show that she did* them with a full knowledge 
of the circumstances of the case and of her own 
position with regard to it. Smith v. Stewaet 

[Bourke, O. C., 292 

TBUSTEB Am> CESTUI QUB TBUST. 

1. 7 - Cause of action. — Adverse pos- 

session. — Limitation. — Wlien property is placed in 
the hands of another by way of trust, no cause of 
action arises to the owner until there has been a de- 
mand by the owner for the restoration of the pro- 
perty and a refusal by the trustee to give up the pro- 
perty. The period of limitation begins to run from 
the date of such refusal or distinct assertion of ad- 
verse right, and not from the date the trustee enters 
into possession. Kaehalhas Madak v. Madhu- 

Madaz 

[3 B. li. B., A. C., 409 : 12 W. B., 819 

2. — Sujlt to set aside alienations 
by trustee. — Bond fide purchaser — A suit brought 
by a cestui que trust to set aside as fraudulent certain 
alienations made by the trustee was dismissed by the 
lower Appellate Court as barred by limitation, merely 
on th« ground that more than twelve years had, at 
the commencement of the suit, elapsed since the 
execution of such deeds of alienation. Held (1) that 
this was not sufficient, and that the Court should 
have tried whether the purchasers were cognisant at 
the time of their purchase of a subsisting trust 
affecting the property, for if so they would have 
taken it subject to the trust, and would stand in the 
shoes of the original trustee, and would not be bond 
fide purchasers from trustees entitled to the benefit 
of the law of limitation ; (2) that if the trustee had 
power to make valid grants, the grantees would have 
a perfectly good title, if they took for valuable con- 
sideration, without notice af the trust, Lutebfun 
V. Bego Jai7. Bego Jan V. Chebag Ali 

[6 W. B., 120 

3. Suit for mesne profits where 
estates had been under care of Court of 
Wards. — Cause of action. — Fiduciary relationship. 
— Plaintiff, the zemindar of Shivaganga, sued to 
recover two villages which she alleged formed part of 
the Shivaganga zemindarL The villages originally 
belonged to P., mother of the present defendant, 
JB., the cx-zemindar of Shivaganga. In 1856 they 
were' purchased by the Court of Wards on behalf of 
B., who was then a minor, with part of the rents and 
profits of the zemindari, and in 1860 were given by 
him to his mother. In 1864 B, was ousted by a 
decree of the Privy Council, and became liable to the 
present plaintiff for the mesne profits of the zemin- 
dari. In the account taken of mesne profits due, the 
amount expended on the purchase of these villages 
was excluded by plaintiff's consent, from the sum 
debited to the ex- zemindar. Plaintiff now sued F., 
and, she dying, the suit was continued against JB. as 
her representative. Held that there being in the 
decree of the Privy Council nothing directly giving a 


TBUSTEB AED CESTUI QUB TBUST.— 
Suit for mesne profits where estates had 
been under care of Court of Wards— co»- 
tinued. 

right to maintain the suit, there was but one ground 
upon which the suit could be supposed to lie, — namely, 
the existence of the relation of trustee and benefi- 
ciary between the Collector and the plaintiff at the 
time of the purchase. Held, also, that such relation 
did not exist. Kattaha f<iACHiAB v. Bothagubu- 
8AMI Tevab . • .6 Mad.» 298 

TBUSTEB ACT. 

■ ' " (XXIV of 1841). — Application for 
appointment of new —Trustees were ap- 

pointed for a company in 1845, and the partner- 
ship was to last twenty years, which expired on 
December Slst, 1864. The shareholders thereupon 
appointed S„ a new trustee, to sell the business, and 
he sold it to JB. The old trustees had left the 
country. In an application, with the consent of all 
parties, under* Act XXIV of 1841, that 8. might 
sign the deed of transfer, the Court held that it was 
necessary to show that the old trustees had no lien 
on any other property in the concern before the order 
asked for could be made. In the matteb op Fobt 
Gloitcbsteb Mills Co. • Bourke, O. C., 260 

(XXVII of 1866), 8. 8. — Hindu 

trusts. — Equitable jurisdiction of High Court. — Ap^ 
pointment of new trustee. — Supreme Court Charter, 
1823. — The High Court may exercise the summary 
powers conferred upon it by the Trustee Act 
(XXVII of 1866) in the case of Hindu trusts. 
Section 3 of the Trustee Act, which provides that 
the power and authority given by the Act to the 
High Court shall be exercised only “ in cases to which 
English law is applicable,” cannot be intended to 
limit the operation of the Act only to cases to which, 
in their whole extent, the law prevailing in England 
applies without qunlification or reserve, as this 
would virtually exclude the Act in any case on which 
an Act of the Indian Legislsture has any bearing. 
The cases referred to in the section must be cases to 
which English law is in some measure applicable, but 
in what measure is not indicated in the Act. Eng- 
lish law must be regarded as applicable in the sense 
intended if the principles recognised by the English 
Equity Courts are applicable. At the date of the 
grant of the Charter to the Supreme Court of Bom- 
bay in the year 1823, English equity had become a 
system which would deal with a body of quasi-coxcL' 
mon law in a scientific manner and in obedience to 
known and uniform rules. When it applied its 
method to the determination or the constitution of a 
right, even based on the Hindu or Mahomedan law, 
it administered English law. In this sense Eng- 
lish law was applicable ” at the date of the passing of 
the Trustee Act of 1866 to all cases in which 
peculiarly equitable doctrines had obtained recogni- 
tion in the relations between the native inhabitants 
of Bombay. Those doctrines could not be employed 
to subvert the native substantive laws, but they 
afforded a means of ameliorating them by a system 
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TBTTSTBB ACT (XXVII of 1866, s. 3- 

oontinv.ed^ 

of rules borrowed from the English Court of Equity. 
Trusts are recognised in the Hindu as well as in the 
English system of law. But while the substantive 
Hindu law insists strongly on the suppession of 
fraud and the fulfilment of promises, it fails to 
furnish the detailed rules by which effect is to be 
given to its principles in cases of trust. If the 
Court is called on to give effect to a trust in any 
given case, it looks to the Hindu law of property to 
determine the estate of tlie trustee, but with refer- 
ence to the duties of trustee and the rights of 
beneficiaries it is governed by the rules of English 
equity. There are no others that it can apply. In 
meeting an exigency, or in taking cognisance of a 
form of right not directly provided for in the Shas- 
tras, the Court, in exercising its jurisdiction under 
section 41 of the Charter of 1823, may apply Hindu 
law. But, taking Hindu law as one of its data, it 
ajjplies “ English law also in the form of equity to 
all or nearly all the questions that arise. In be 
Kahandas Nabbandas . I. Ij. B., 6 Bom., 154 

as. 20 & d2« — Appointment of 

person to convey property on hehaf of persons 
out of the jurisdiction and under other disabilities, 
— Where property has been, by an order of Court, 
directed to be sold, and where some of the parties in- 
terested in such property are either out of the juris- 
diction, married women, or minors, and the place of 
abode of others of them is unknown, the Court will, 
on petition, under the Trustee Act, appoint a 
person to convey the interest of such persons to any 
purchaser, notwithstanding that, at the time the 
order is applied for, no contract for the sale of the 
property has been entered into. But the Court can- 
not make such an order with respect to the interest 
of a party who has not been served, and who has not 
entered appearance. Lackebstben v. Rostan 

[I, Ii. B., 7 Calc., 32 

8. 35. — Application for re^ 

ntoval of trustee. — Ground for removal. — Stat. 13 c}* 
14 Viet., c. 60, s. 32, — Wliere a petition was presented 
to the High Court praying for the removal, under 
section 35, Act XXVIl of 1866, of certain trustees 
of a will, on the grounds, inter alia, of misappropria- 
tion, waste, and breach of trust, and for the appoint- 
ment of new ones, — Seld that the matters alleged 
were much too grave to be disposed of on a mere 
application, and that as the respondents opposed the 
appointment of new trustees, the petitioners should 
institute a regular suit. Act XXVIl of 1866, section 
35, is analogous to 13 and 14 Victoria, Cap. 60, section 
82. The Courts in this country ought, in analogy to 
the rulings of the English Court of Chancery, to 
refuse jurisdiction under this section on a mere appli- 
cation alleging misconduct or any other cause, when 
the trustees whom it is sought to remove are willing 
to act, and refer the applicant to a suit. In the 
GOODS OE Powell , . . 6 N. W., 54 

TRUSTEES AND MOBTaAGEES ACT. 

— (XXVIII of 1866), 8. 43.- 

Administrator General. — Talcing opinion of Court 
on question respecting the administration.-^Question 


TRUSTEES AND MORTGAGEES ACT 
(XXVIII of 1866), 8. 43 — continued, 

affecting rights orf parties inter se, — Tiefusal of 
Court to express opinion . — The Administrator Gene- 
ral of Bombay having taken out letters of adminis- 
tration (having effect throughout the Bombay Presi- 
dency) to the estate of one A. B., deceased, and having 
a balance in his hands to the credit of the said estate 
after having fully administered the same, was applied 
to by Q. B., the brother of the said A. B., deceased, 
who had taken out letters of administration in Eng- 
land to the estate of his deceased brother, to hand 
ov«r to him, the said O. B., the balance in question, 
— the said &. B. claiming to be the administrator of 
the domicile of the deceased, and, as such, to be en- 
titled to all the personal assets of his estate whereso- 
ever situate. Being in doubt as to whether he might 
safely accede to tlfc request, the Administrator Gene- 
ral of Bombay, by petition under section 43 of the 
Trustees and Mortgagees Act, XXVIll of 1866, sub- 
mitted the question to the High Court for its opinion, 
advice, and direction. Held that thelquestion being one 
of considerable difficulty and importance, and involv- 
ing, moreover, in its decision questions which might 
seriously affect the rights of parties inter se, it was 
not a question such as was contemplated by section 
43 of the Trustees and Mortgagees Act, XXVIll 
of 1866, nor one upon which the Court ought to give 
amy opinion merely on an ex parte petition of this 
character. In be the goods op Bbereton. In 

THE MATTER OP THE TRUSTEES AND MORTGAGES 

Act, 1866 . . . I. L. R., 7 Bom., 881 

TURN OF WORSHIP OP IDOL, RIGHT 
TO- 

See Damages— Suits por Damages— 
Torts . . I. L. R., 3 Calc., 390 

See Limitation Act, 1877, art. 131 (1871, 
art. 131) . I. L. R., 4 Calc., 683 
[I. L. R., 8 Calc., 807 
6 B. L. B., 352 : 15 W. B., 29 


UMPIBE, INCAPACITY TO ACT AS— 
See Arbitration — Appointmknt op Ar- 
bitrators AND Umpires. 

[4 B. L. B., O. O., 89 

UNCHASTITY. 

See Hindu Law— Maintenance — Right 
TO Maintenance— Widow. 

[12 B. L. B., 238 
I. L. B., 1 Bom., 559 
1. L. B., 7 Bom.. 84 
I. L. B^ 9 Bom., 108 

See Hindu Law — 8tridhan — Eppect op 
Unchastitt . I. L. B., 1 All., 46 
See Cases under Hindu Law— Widow 
— Disqualifications— Unchastity, 

UNDBBTAKING NOT TO SUE. ^ 

See Arrest — Citil ^ brest. 

[I. L. B., 1 Calc., 78 
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UNDERTAKING NOT TO SVl&^coniinusd. 
See Wakbant of Abbbst— Cbucinal 
Cases . 2 B. L. A. Cr., 17 

UNDEB-TENURB. 

See JuBisDiOTiCN OF Civil Coubt — 
Bevenub Couets-^Obdebs of Revenue 
CouBTS . B. L. R., Sup. VoL, 625 

See Cases undeb Sale fob Abbeabs of 
Rent— P oBTioN of Undbb-tenubb, 
Sale of — 

See Casks undeb Sale fob Abbeabs of 
Bent— Sale of Undeb-tenubb. 

Avoidance of— 

See Cases undeb Sale fob Abbeabs of 
Rent— Inoumb BAN CE|^ 

Suit to cancel — 

See Limitation Act, 1877, abt. 121 (1871, 
abt. 1 19) . I. li. R., 4 Calc., 860 

UNDERWRITER, LIABILITY OP- 

See Insubanob — Mabine Insubancb. 

[I. L. R., 2 Bom., 560 
12 Bom., 23 

UNDUE INFLUENCE. 

See Champbbty . 13 B. L. R., 509 

See Vendob and Pubch a see— Invalid 
Sales . . 1 B. L. H., A. C., 95 

[Cor., 67 
I. L. R., 5 Bom., 450 
See Will — Validity of Will. 

[I.L. R., 7Mad., 616 

Onus of proof.— lAird party not 

in confidential relationship, — A third person who, 
stands in no confidential relation to a grantor who is 
under age is not hound in the first instance to show 
that undue influence was used in a transaction. The 
subject of undue influence considered. Raj Coomab 
Roy V , Alfuzuddin Ahmed . 8 C. L. R., 419 

UNLAWFUL ASSEMBLY. 

L Penal Code, s, 14L — Rioting, — 

Assembly originally lawful,— Xn assembly, lawful 
in its inception, may become unlawful by its acts. 
If force is used, the higher offence of rioting is com- 
mitted. Queen v. Ehemee Singh 

[1 W, R„ Cr., 19 

2« Common object , — In 

order to convict of the offence of being members 
of an unlawful assembly, it must be shown that the 
accused were actuated by a common object, and that 
the acts done by them were of such a nature as to 
make them guilty under section 141 of the Penal 
Code. Queen e. Dinobundo Rai 

[9 W, R., Cr., 19 
^ In the matteb of the petition of Koylash 
» Chundbr Dass . 20 W. R„ Cr,, 78 

of land on which unlawful assembly is held, — Com- 


UNLAWFUL ASSEMBLY. - Pension 

Code, 8. 141 and s. 164 — continued, 

mon object, — Held that the owner or occupier of 
land on which an unlawful assembly is held cannot 
be oonvicted under section 154 of the Penal Code, un- 
less there is a finding that the riot was premeditated. 
Where two opposite factions commit a riot, it is 
irregular to treat both parties as constituting one 
unlawful assembly, and to try them together, inas- 
much as they do not have “ one common object ** 
within the meaning of section 141 of the Penal Code. 
Queen v. Subboop Chundeb Paul 

[12 W. R., Cr., 76 

4, Ajfray and unlawful 

assembly, — There is no ground for the distinction 
between an unlawful assembly as a premeditated act 
and an affray as a sudden one ; for according to sec- 
tion 141 of the Penal Code, an assembly which was 
not unlawful when it assembled may subsequently 
become an unlawful assembly. In the mattsb of 
THE petition OF LOKBNATH KaB 

[18 W. R., Cr., 2 

6. Maintenance of 

rights, — Intention of parties. — No charge of being 
members of an unlawful assembly under section 141, 
Penal Code, can be sustained, where the intention of 
the parties was not to enforce a right or supposed 
right, but to maintain undisturbed the actual sub- 
sisting enjoyment of a right which was at that time 
being exercised. Shunkeb Singh v. Bubmah Mahto 
[23 W. R., Cr., 26 

6. Person joining it and 

staying to prevent mischief to property, — It can- 
not be said that a person intentionally joins an un- 
lawful assembly or continues in it, when it appears 
from the evidence that he went to the place where 
the members of the unlawful assembly were gathered, 
to prevent mischief being done to his own property 
which he had a right to protect. Bibjoo Singh v, 
Khub Lall . . . .19 W. R., Cr., 66 

7. — Byots^ carrying away 

crops, — Where the defendants, ryots of a portion 
of a zemindari sold in execution of a decree of the 
Civil Court, reaped and carried away their crops 
despite the purchaser’s people, and reiused to allow 
the purchaser’s people to seal and mark grain which 
had been reaped, and the ryots were assembled in 
such numbers and so armed that nothing could be 
done against them, — Held by the High Court that 
the acts of the defendants did not amount to an 
offence under section 141 of the Penal Code. An- 
onymous , . . .4 Mad., Ap., 66 

8. oL 4, — Interrupting 

procession as a nuisance, — Held that the act of the 
defendants in assembling and forcibly interrupting 
a procession was forbidden by clause 4 of section 141 
of the Penal Code, although the defendants acted 
upon the ground that the procession was a nuisance 
or annoyance to them or their community. Anony- 
mous 6 Mad., Ap., 6 

9. 8. 143. — Dispute as to 
possession of land. ^Assembly going with armed 
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UNL AWFUL ASSEMBLY. — Pension 

Code, 8. X^^continued, 

men to sow land.— On the trial of certain persons 
charged with being members of an unlawful as* 
sembly, it was proved that there was a dispute of 
long standing between the accused and certain other 
parties regarding the possession of certain land ; that 
neither of the parties was in undisturbed possession 
of the land ; that the accused went to sow the land 
with indigo, accompanied by a body of men armed 
with latties ; that they were prepared to use force, 
if necessary; and that the lattials kept off the op- 
posite party by brandishing their weapons while the 
land was sowed. JETeld that the accused were rightly 
convicted of being members of an unlawful assembly, 
under section 143 of the Penal Code. Shunker Singh 
V. Burmah Mahto\ 23 W. J2., Cr., 25t distinguished. 
In the mattbb of Pbaby Mohun Sibcab. Pbaby 
Mohun Sibcab v. Empbbss 

[I. L. B., 9 Calc., 639 

S. C. In thb mattbb of Pbaby Mohun Sibbab 

[13 C. L. B., 80 

10. and 8. 353.— 

criminal force to 'public servant in execution of 
dutg.—Besistance to search-warrant . — Where the 
officer in charge of a police station required the 
officer in charge of another police station to cause a 
search to bo made in a house within the limits of his 
station, and such officer, on being required, deputed 
two officers subordinate to him to make the search 
without delivering to them the order in writing re- 
quired by section 379 of Act X of 1872, it was held 
that the persons resisting the search attempted could 
not be lawfully convicted under sections 353 and 143 
of the Penal Code. Queen v, Nabain 

[7 isr.w,, 209 

IL — ^ 8. ' 147. — Bioting, — Ahat- 

ing nuisance. — A., a joint owner of a parcel of land, 
erected on it an edifice without the consent of B., 
another joint owner. A dispute arose and the Ma- 
gistrate on inquiry ordered, under section 630 of the 
Criminal Procedure Code, 1872, A. to be put in posses- 
sion of the part of the land on which the edifice had 
been erected. B. subsequently brouglit a suit in the 
Civil Court to establish his title to joint possession of 
the whole parcel, and for a declaration that A, was 
not entitled to erect any edifice thereon; and he 
further prayed that such edifice should be removed. 
B. obtained a decree, whereupon his servants went on 
the land and pulled it down. They were charged 
before the Deputy Magistrate with having commit- 
ted mischief, and on this convicted and fined. On 
the 8th October the accused, who were the servants 
of B., found the men in the employ of A. were put- 
ting up this erection, a nawbat-khana, again, and 
accordingly protested against its erection, pulled 
down the bamboos, thrust aside the servants of A., 
throwing to the ground one man who was clinging 
to the bamboos. On the 9th October 1877 these 
servants were charged before the Magistrate with 
rioting, and convict^ under section 147, Penal Code. 
Meld, per Jackson, J., that, as the accused were 
not on the land in question as members of an un- 
lawful assembly, nor for any unlawful purpose, the 


UNLAWFUL ASSEMBLY. • Peiwion 

Code, 8. \4tl—~continued, 

conviction, as w’ell as the procedure, was illegal. 
Meld per Cunningham, J., that the accused were 
merely exercising the remedy of abating a private 
nuisance, and were exercising a legal right of self- 
defence. Empbbss on the peosecution of Deno- 
NATH Ghattack V. Bajooomar Singh 

[I. L. B.. 3 Calc., 678 

S. C. In the mattbb of the petition of Raj- 
SiNGH . . 2 C. L, B., 62 

12. and s. 106, cL 4.— 

Mischief . — Right of defence of propertg , — Venal 
Code, s. 105, cl. 4 . — Where land in the possession of 
A. was encroached on by the servants of B., who 
committed mischief on the land, and the servants of 
A. assembled and resisted the encroachments, the 
High Court declined to interfere with the Magis- 
trate's order convicting the servants of A. of unlawful 
assembly, as there was error in law in the order of the 
Magistrate, who found as a fact that the right of 
defence of private property had ceased under clause 
4, section 105 of the Penal Code. Qubbn v. Raj 
Kisto Doss . . .12 W, B., Or., 43 

13. 8. 149. — JEncoufaging members 

of unlawful assembly. — Where persons join an un- 
lawful assembly for the purpose of committing an 
assault, and instead of preventing those armed 
from using their weapons encourage them to do so, 
they are in the same position as those members of 
the unlawful assembly who struck the blows. Qubbn 
V. Dushbuth Roy , . .7 W. B., Or,, 68 

14. Biot in which man 

was killed. — Culpable homicide. — In a case of riot 
in which a man was killed, the whole of the members 
of the unlawful assembly, as well the victorious as 
the worsted, were held equally guilty of culpable 
homicide not amounting to murder. Queen v. Mana 
Singh . . . .7 W. B., Cr., 103 

16^ — Constructive murder 

under s. 34, Penal Code. — Effect on others charged 
under s. 149. — Per Field, J. — Whe^e a prisoner is 
constructively guilty of murder under section 34 of 
the Penal Code, it is doubtful if he cun be said to 
have committed the offence of murder within the 
meaning of section 149, so as to make other prison- 
ers, by a double construction, guilty of murder. In 
THE matter of the PETITION OF JhUBBOO MAH- 
ton. Empress v. Jhubboo Mahton 

[I. L. B., 8 Calc., 739 

S. C. Jhubboo Mahton v. Empress 

[12 C. L. B.,^283* 

16, Common object . — 

Where a person was killed by a member of an un- 
lawful assembly, in prosecution of the common object 
of that assembly, the common object being the ab- 
duction of that person's mother, — Meld that all those 
who were members of the assembly at the time such 
person was killed were guilty of the offence of killing 
her. In the matter of Golam Abfin 

!>4B.L.B., Ap., 47 
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UNLAWFUL ASSEMBLY. ~ Pension 
Code, 8. 149 — continued. 

S. C. Qfben V. Golah Abfin 

[18 W. B., Cr.,38 

17. and s. 800, exoep. 

2. — CofnmoH ohject» — Murder. — One member of an 
unlawful assembly, whose common object was to 
eject certain persons from a piece of land, the title 
to which was disputed, fired at and killed one of 
such persons. Reid by CouoH, C. J., and Jackson, 
Phbab, and Pontipex, JJ. (Ainslie, J., dissenting), 
that the act being sudden and unpremeditated, the 
other members of the assembly were not guilty of the 
offence of murder under section 149 of the Penal 
Code, but of rioting armed wdth a deadly weapon 
under section 148. Queen v. Sabeu Ali 

[11 B. L. B., P. B., 847: 20 W. B., Cr., 5 

18. Common olject . — 

Murder, — A large body of men belonging to one 
faction waylaid another body of men belonging to a 
second faction, and a fight ensued, in the course of 
which a member of the first-mentioned faction was 
wounded, and retired to the side of the road, taking 
no ^ further active part in the affray. After his 
retirement a member of the second faction was 
killed. Held (by Norm an, «/., whose opinion pre- 
vailed) that the wounded man had ceased to be a 
member of the unlawful assembly when he retired 
wounded, and that he could not, under section 149 of 
the Penal Code, be made liable for the subsequent 
murder. Held (by Jackson, J.) that he remained a 
member of the unlawful assembly. Queen v. Ka- 
BIL Cazeb . . . 3 B. L. R., A. Cr., 1 

19. Prosecution of com- 

mon object. — If a body of men armed with latties, and 
under the leadership of one who to the knowledge of 
the rest is armed with a gim, assemble for the pur- 
pose of forcibly carrying off another man’s property ; 
and if in effecting that purpose, any one of the party, 
taking the gun, shoots and kills a person who is 
making a lawful resistance, the whole party may 
properly be convicted of murder under section l49 of 
the Penal Code. Queen v. Sahed Ali, 11 B. L. R., 
S47 : 20 W. R.t Cr.^ 5, cited. Habi Singh v. Em- 
press 8 C. L. B., 49 

20. - -Acts taking •place after 

unlawful assembly is over . — Where, after the object 
of an unlawful assembly had been accomplished, and 
the opposite party driven away, one of the members 
entered into an altercation with another and wound- 
ed him with a fish-spear, it was held that the act was 
not one done with a view to accomplish the common 
object of the assembly, or one which the rest knew 
would be likely to be committed in the prosecution of 
that object. Queen v. Binob 

[24 W. B., Cr., 68 

2L as. 151 and 188. — Assem- 

of five or more persons. — Lawful command. 
—Where the object of only three persons was 
to draw a crowd and their action was such as was cal- 
culated to and did draw a crowd of fifty or sixty per- 
sons likely to cause a disturbance of the public peace. 


UNLAWFUL ASSEMBLY, BS. 151 and 188 

— continued* 

— Held that the gathering constituted an assembly of 
five or more persons within the meaning of section 
161 of the Penal Code (Act XLV of 1860), and that 
a refusal to disperse after being lawfully com- 
manded to disperse rendered every member of the 
gathering liable to conviction under the said section. 
An order given by an officer superior in rank to an 
officer in charge of police stations commanding an 
assembly of five or more persons likely to cause a 
disturbance of the public peace to disperse, is a law- 
ful order within the meaning of section 480 of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure (Act X of 1872). Em- 
press V. Tucker . . I. L. B., 7 Bom., 42 

UNLIQUIDATED DAMAGES. 

Bee Insolvent Act, s. 40, 

[13 B.L.B., Ap.,2 

See Interest — Miscellaneous Cases — 
Unliquidated Damages. 

[7 Bom., A. C., 89 
9 Bom., 7 

UOTBOPESSIONAL CONDUCT. 

See Pleader— Removal, Suspension, 
AND Dismissal . IIB. L. B.,812 

UNNATUBAL OFFENCE. 

... Penal Code, s. 317,^Charge. — 

Particulars as to time,place^ and person, — Criminal 
Procedure Code, 1882, s. 222. — Held, where a person 
was tried for an unnatural offence and convicted on a 
charge which did not allege the time when, place 
where, or point to any known or unknown person 
with whom the offence was committed, and without 
any proof of these particulars, the facts proved against 
him only being that he habitually wore woman’s 
clothes and exhibited physical signs of having com- 
mitted the offence, that the conviction was not sus- 
tainable. Queen-Empress v. Khairati 

[I. L. B., 6 AIL, 204 

UNSEAWORTHINESS. 

See Contract — Conditions precedent, 

[2 B. L. B., O. C., 127 

UNSETTLED POLLIAM. 

Hereditary tenure.— jEuidenoe of 

possession or receipt of There is no long uni- 

form current of decisions at Madras sufficient to show 
that every poUiam, not permanently settled, is neces- 
sarily only a tenure for life, or at the will of the Gov- 
ernment, Each case must depend upon its own parti- 
cular circumstances. The existence of a proprietary 
estate therein, and the tenure by which it has been 
held, are matters judicially determinable on legal 
evidence. In India the proof of possession or receipt 
of rent by a person who pays the land revenue imme- 
diately to Government is primd facie evidence of an 
estate of inheritance in the case of an ordinary zem- 
indar!. The evidence is still stronger if it be proved 
that the estate has passed on one or more occasions 
from ancestor to heir. There is no difference in this 
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UNSETTLED POLLIAM. - Hereditary 
tenure— 

respect between a polliam and an ordinary zemindari. 
OoLA&APPA Chbtty V, Abbuthnot. Colleotob op 
Tbichinopolt V. Lbkamani. Pedoa Amani V. 
Zbmindab op Mabukoapubi 

[14 B. L. 116 : 21 W. B., 368 
L. B., 1 L 268, 282 

S. C. in High Court. Abbuthnot v. Oolaoappa 
Chbtty . . . . 6 Mad., 303 

And Lekhamani v, Bakoa Kbistna Mutta 
V iBA PuoHAYA Naikab . . 6 Mad., 208 

UNSTAMPED DOCUMENTS, ADMIS- 
SIBILITY OP, IN EVIDENCE. 

See Cases undbb Appellate Cottbt — 
Rejection ob Admission op Evidence 
admitted ob bbjbcted in Coubt be- 
low — Unstamped Documents. 

See Cases ttndbb Evidence — Civil Cases 
— Secondabt Evidence— Unstamped 
ob Unbeoistebed Documents. 

UP AN CHOWKI TENURE. 

See Mesne Pbofits— Right to and Lia- 
bility fob — , 1 B. L. B., A. C., 167 

USEE. 

See Casks undbb Pbescbiption. 

See Cases undbb Right of Way. 

Before the Limitation Act of 1871 no precise time 
had been laid down as sufficient to create a right of 
user. 

See Mulliok Kabim Baksh v. Habbihab 
Mandab . 6 B. L. B., 174 : 13 W. B., 440 

KiSTO MoHUN MOOBBBJEB V, JUGGUBNATH UOY 

Joogbb .... 11 W. B., 236 

Hubo Soondubbb Debia r. Ram Dhun Bhutta- 
CHABJBE .... 7 W. B., 276 

1. Proof of right of user.— “AW 

alonff ” or **from hefiire” — A user “ all along ” or 
“from before” does not necessarily prove a right. 
Its existence must he proved from a time from 
which the right would be gained or presumed to have 
been gained. Mooetabam Bhuttachabjbb v, 
Hubbo Ohundbb Roy . . .7 W. B., 1 

2. . — Might to outlet 

for water » — ‘Easements — In a suit to close up an out- 
let of water opened by the defendant, the lower Ap- 
pellate Court found that the ** outlet, or eeuch ” was 
used (barabar) all along, and that therefore the de- 
fendant had a right of user. Seld that an enjoy- 
ment for at least twelve years is necessary to create 
a right by user, and that user by the defendant for 
that period at least had been found. Eabtie Chan- 
D2Ki SlBEAB V. KaBTIE ChANDBA DbY 

[3 B. L. B., A. a, 166 ; 11 W. B., 622 

3. — ' Use for many 

years ^ — In a suit for a declaration of the right of 


USEB.--Proof of right of user— eoaWntfsd. 

user over the water of a tank, which right was 
denied, the finding of the lower Appellate Court, 
from the evidence of witnesses adduced by plaintiff, 
that plaintiff had used the water for many years, was 
held to be sufficient to prove a continuous and unin- 
terrupted user on the part of the plaintiff. TooLSBH 
Doss Kobbbbaj V. Bhybub Lall Tewabeb 

[8 W. B., 8U 

4. Prescription,'-^ 

Ancient and uninterrupted right, — Easement, — A 
party claiming the right of user by prescription over 
the property of another, must show not only that 
the right has existed from ancient days, but also 
that it has been exercised as of right, and has not 
been interrupted. Mallie Jawad-ul-Huq v. Ram 
Pbabad Das . . • 3 B. L. B., A. C., 281 

HeBBALALL EoOEB V. PUBMESSUB KOOEB 

[16 W.B.,401 

6. Interruption of 

right of easement, — The mere fact of user for any 
number of years will not be sufficient to confer a 
right, if the user be from time to time interrupted by 
the owner resuming, as occasion may require, the ex- 
clusive use of his land. In such a case the user will 
be treated as permissive merely, and not as the exer- 
cise of a right. Auehoy Coomab Chuokbbbutty 
V, Mollah Bobee Nowaz . 13 W. B., 449 

6. Wrongful in- 

terruption.-— Acquiescence. — Wrongful interruption 
does not destroy a right of user where steps are im- 
mediately taken to assert the right ; but if this is not 
done for a length of time, acquiescence may safely 
bo presumed. Heeealall Koobb v. Pubmessub 
Kooeb 16 W. B., 401 

7. Letting house to 

tenant. — Where a right of user of a drain or passage 
is incidental to a house, that right is not affected by 
the owner of the house letting the house to a tenant. 
Amjudbe Begum v, Ahmed Hossbin 

[6 W. B., 314 

USUPBUCTUABY MORTGAGE. 

See Deoeeb— Fobm of Dbceeb— Mobt- 
GAGB . . I. L. B., 1 All., 624 

See Cases undeb Lease — Zub-i-fbshgi 
Lbase. 

See Limitation Act, 1877, s. 19 (1859, 
s. 1, OL. 15)— Acenowlbdgmknt op 
othbb Rights . 13 B. L. 177 

See Casbs undbb Mobtgagb. 

USURY. 

See Bengal Regulation XV op 1793. 

[2 B. L. R., P. C., 44, 69 

See Hindu Law— Alienation— Aliena- 
tion BY FATHBB. 

[1. L. B.» 2 Calo., 218 
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‘•^contiMued, 

See Cases under Hindu Law— Usury. 

See Cases under Interest — Stipula- 
tions AitfouNTiNa TO Penalties or 
otherwise. 

See Cases under Mahomedan Law — 
Usury, 


VACATION, CLOSING OF COtXBT 
FOB- 

See Appeal to Privy Council — Pbac 
TICE AND Procedure— Time por Ap- 
pealing. 

[I. L. R., 2 Calc., 128, 272 

See Cases under Limitation Act, 1877, 
B. 5 (1871. s. 6). 

VAKAIiATNAMA. 

See Prisoner . . ,1 Bom., 16 

See Stamp Act, 1869, sch. 11, art. 32. 

[I. Ii. B., 3 Calc., 767 

VAKIIi. 

See Attorney and Client. 

[11 B. Xj. B., 60, note 
See Pauper Suit— Suits . 16 W. R., 198 
See Cases under Pleader. 

See Prisoner . . 6 Mad., 38 

See Stamp Act, 1879, sch. II, art. 11. 

[1. Ii. B., 8 Mad., 14 

Bight of, to plead on original 

side of High Court. 

See Kulbs of High Court, Madras. 

[1. Ii. B., 1 Mad.^ 24 

VAKIIi ANJy CLIEHT. 

See Contract Act, s. 25. 

[1. Ii. B., 2 Bom., 862 
I. L. B., 6 Bom., 258 

VALUATION OF APPEAL. 

See Cases under Bengal Civil Courts 
Act, 1871, s. 22. 

See Cases under Valuation of Suit — 
Appeals. 

VALUATION OP BIGHT, TITLE, AND 
INTEREST CBBATEU BY MORT- 
GAGE. 

See Cases under Registration Act, 
1877, s. 17. 

VALtfATION OF SUIT. 

Col. 

li Suits ... , 6074 
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VALUATION OF SUlT^eontinued, 

See Appeal. — Acts — Court Pees Act. 

[L L. B., 2 Bom., 145, 219 

See Appeal to Privy Council — Appeal- 
able Orders— Valuation op Appeal. 

See Cases under Appellate Court- 
Rejection OR Admission op Evidence 
admitted or rejected in Court 
BELOW — Valuation op Suit. 

See Costs— Special Cases — Valuation 
OP Suit . . . 14 W. R., 265 

[3 Agra, Bev., 6 
20 W. B., 206 

See Cases under Court Fees Act. 

See Jdrisdiction — Question of Juris- 
diction — Wrong exercise of Juris- 
diction . . 22W. R., 301 

[I. L. B., 8 Bom., 81 

See Recorders Act, s. 27. 

[6 B. L. B., 306 
8 B. L. B., A|p., 91 

1. SUITS. 

1. Question of valuation.— Pro- 

cedure. — Whether or not a suit has been properly 
valued is a preliminary question which ought to bo 
disposed of l^fore the case goes to trial. Joytara 
Dasseb V . Mahomed Mobaruce 

[I. L. B., 8 Calc., 975 : 11 C. L. B., 399 

2. Computation of value. — 
Stamp duty . — Valuation of subject-matter for pur- 
pose of determining jurisdiction . — The valuation of 
a suit for the purposes of stamp duty, and the valua- 
tion of the subject-matter of the suit for the purpose 
of determining the jurisdiction of the Court in 
appeal, are two different things. The value of the 
suit for the purposes of stamp duty is fixed by certain 
rules which determine an artificial value for those 
purposes. The value of the subject-matter of a suit 
on appeal, on which depends the jurisdiction of the 
several grades of civil suits, is the actual value of 
the property in litigation. Aukhil Chunder Sen 
Roy V . Mohiny Mohun Dash 

[I. L. B., 5 Calc., 489 : 4 C. L. B., 491 

3. Valuation for 

purposes of jurisdiction . — Court Fees The 

valuation of suits for the purpose of jurisdiction, is 
perfectly distinct from their valuation for the fiscal 
purpose of court fees. Therefore court Fees Acts, 
which are fiscal enactments, are not to be resorted to 
for construing enactments which fix the valuation 
of suits for the purpose of determining jurisdiction. 
Dayachand V , Hemohand Dharamohand 

[1. L. R., 4 Bom., 615 

4. " Jurisdiction of 

Munsif.^Mad. Beg. VI of 1816, s, 11, and HI of 
1833 . — The valuation of the matters of litigation for 
the purpose of determining the jurisdiction of Muniif s 
is to be made in the mode prescribed by section 11, 
Regulation VI of 1816, and Regulation HI of 1833, 
and not in that prescribed in the Stamp Acts. 
Thugabaja Mudau V. Ramanuja Gharry-, 
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Computation of ybIw— continued, 

Chinnabami Chbtti t>. Nanjappasabt. Junjla 
♦Vbnkataeayadu u. Jfnjla Kamammah 

[6 Mad., 161 

6. Court Fees AcU 

1870, s, 12. — Class of suit in which particular suit 
ranks. — Section 12 of the Court Fees Act, which 
makes the decision of a Court in which a plaint or 
memorandum of appeal is filed final on questions 
relating to valuation for the purpose of determining 
the amount of any fee chargeable, does not affect a 
question as to the class of suits in which a particular 
suiti’auks. Annamalai Chbtti «. Clobtb 

[I. L. B., 4 Mad., 204 

6. ‘ Court Fees Act, 

1870, 8, 12,^'Non-payment of sufficient court fee , — 
Section 12 of the Court Fees Act, VII of 1870, 
applies merely to the valuation of property for the 
purpose of calculating the court fee when there is no 
question as to the article of the schedule of the Act 
with reference to which the valuation is to be made, 
and does not apply to a case in wliich it is contended 
that the property has been wrongly valued, but that 
the relief has been improperly estimated by putting 
it under a wrong article in the schedule of the Act. 
It does not contemplate a case on wliich the Court 
refuses to hear a suit on the ground that a sufficient 
court fee has not been paid. See Ajoodhya Pershad 
Singh v. Ounga Fershad, I, L. jB., 6 Calc., 249 : 
6 C. L. R., 567, Omeao .Mieza d. Jones 

[12 C. L. R., 148 

7. - ’Jurisdiction . — 

Market value of subject-matter. Mode of computing, 
— Court Fees Act ( VII of 1870), ss. 6 and 12. — For 
the purpose of determining the.question of jurisdic- 
tion, the valuation of a suit should be computed 
according to the mai'ket value of the subject-matter 
of the suit, and not by the special rules applicable to 
valuation laid down in Act Vll of 1870. Nakhoon 
SiNOH V, Tofanee Sinoh 

[12 B. L. R., 113 : 20 W. B., 83 

Jbbbbaj Singh v, Indbbjebt Mahtoon 

[12 B. L. L. R., 115, note : 18 VT. R., 109 

Chunoee Nath Bhuttaohaejbe v. Beinda- 
BUN Shaua . . .26 W. R., 38 

KALU bin BHIWAJI V, ViSHEAM Mawaji 

[1. L. R., 1 Bom., 543 

Bai Maheoe V, Bulaehi Chaeu 

[1. li. B., 1 Bom., 538 

8. Market value , — 
Valuation for stamp purposes, — Where a Court is 
satisfied that the market value of the subject of a 
suit or appeal presented to it is of such an amount 
M to bring the suit or appeal within its jurisdiction, 
it is bound to receive it. The Court will generally 
assume that the value of the property in suit is that 
arrived at by the computation for the purposes of 
ascertaining the stamp duty where the Stamp Act 
prescribes arbitrary principles of calculation; but 


VALUATION OP continued, 

1. SUITS— 

Computation of value— 

where it is asserted and shown to the satisfaction of 
the Court that the market value is in excess of the 
amount computed for such purposes, the Court must 
take notice of the actual market value. Dhunnoo v, 
Damodub Doss . . . . 2 N. W., 177 

9. Cases in which 
revenue cannot be calculated. — Market value, — In 
cases where, for the purpose of the stamp on an ap- 
peal, it is impracticable to ascertain accurately what 
portion of permanent revenue has been assessed on 
the lends in dispute in a suit, the appellant should 
furnish to the iiegistrar a memorandum giving an 
estimate of the market value and the date on which 
it has been calculated. If the Registrar consider 
the estimate clearly insufficient, the Court will issue 
a commission to ascertain the proper ]narkct value. 
The provisions of schedule B of Act XXVI of 1867 
considered. £x paetb Moonbb Hangappbn 

[3 Mad., 352 

10. Dispute as to 
proper valuatxon, — On a dispute arising as to the 
proper valuation of a suit, the Court way, on the 
application of either party, issue a commission and 
make an inquiry into the market value or the net 
profits of the property in dispute. The final decision 
as to the proper valuation is vested in the Court 
which hears the suit. Uma Saneae Roy Cuow- 
BEY V, MaNBUE AlI KhAN 

[5 B. L. B., Ap., 6 : 13 W. B., 827 

See Wajid Ali Khan v. Lala Hanuman 
Peasad 

[4 B. L. B., A. O., 139 : 12 W. B., 484 

11. Costs, — In esti- 

mating the value of a suit, the costs must not be 
included in the amount in dispute. Nilmabhab 
Das V, Biswambhae Das 

[3 B. L. B., P. C. 27 ; 12 W. R., P. O., 29 
13 Moore’s L A., 85 

12. Character of suit, 

— Valuation altering with wording of plaint. — A suit 
should be valued according to its real character. 
Where a plaint is so worded as that, taken strictly, 
the valuation would be such that the Court in which 
the plaint was filed would have no jurisdiction, the 
mere miswording of the plaint will not oust the 
Court of its jurisdiction. Ajoodhia Lall v, 
Gumani Ball . . . . 2 C. L. R., 134 

18. Incorrect valuation.— 

late Court. — Ground for dismissalof suit.^'HhQ valua- 
tion of a suit must be taken from the statement in 
the plaint, and if, after going into the evidence, it is 
found that a particular item is improperly claimed, 
the Court has means of punishing the plaintiff by 
saddling him with costs or in any other way ; but the 
whole suit should not be dismissed simply i^cause, in 
the opinion of the lower Appellate Court, it ought to 
have been valued within the limit of the jurisdiction 
of the Small Cause Court Mohbb Lall v. Khbxa- 
bam Mabwaey . • . 26 W. B„ 76 
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14. Valuation of amended 

plaint. — Valuation ascertained at date of filing and 
at date of amendment . — The proper valuation in the 
case of an amended plaint is that ascertained at the 
date of the amendment^ and not at the date of the 
original filing of the plaint. Moeo Vishvanath 
Ganbbh ViTHAii ... 10 Bom., 444 

15. Valuation of plaint pre- 

sented again after return of -plsAnt.—Meturn 
of plaint for want of jurisdiction. — Second presenta 
tioH under Court Fees Act, 1870.— Act XXVI of 
1867, Plaint presented under, — Where a plaint in a 
suit was originally presented, when Act XXVI of 
1867 was in force, in the Court of the Munsif, and, 
being above the amount for which that Court had 
jurisdiction, was returned for presentation to the 
Subordinate Judge, and when presented there it was 
admitted and heard, and afterwards it was found that 
under Act VII of 1870, the Court Fees Act which was 
then in force, the lower standard of valuation neces- 
sary would have made it cognisable by the Munsif, — 
Seld that by analogy to the cases which decide that 
the date of a suit for the purposes of limitation is the 
date when the plaint was originally presented, the 
suit must be assumed to have been brought when the 
plaint was filed in the Munsif s Court, and therefore 
was properly valued under Act XXVI of 1867. 
Khellat Chundbe Ghose V. Nussbbbunnissa 
Bibbe 16 W. B., 47 

16. Account, Suit fov.— Court 
Fees Act, 1870, s, 7, cl.f, and s, 11. — By section 7, 
clause /, of the Court Fees Act, VII of 1870, the 
plaintiff in a suit for accounts must state the amount 
at which he values the relief sought ; but he is free to 

it as he thinks proper, subject to the provisions of 
section 11 which preclude the execution of the decree 
in case it exceeds such value until the execution fee 
has been pmd. Govindas v. Databhai 

[I. li. B., 9 Bom., 22 

17. Adoption, Suit to set aside 
—~8uit hg reversioner . — Jurisdiction. — For the pur- 
pose of determining the jurisdiction over a suit by a 
reversioner to set aside an adoption, the loss which 
would accrue to the adopted person, should the adop- 
tion be declared invalid, is the measure of the value 
of the subject-matter of the suit. Keshava Sana- 
BHAGA V. LAKSHMINABAYAN. 

[I. L. B., 6 Mad., 192 

18 . — Annuity, Suit for declara- 

tion of right to. — Act XXVI of 1867.— Stamp 
Act, 1862, sch. A, cl. 2.— In a suit for a declaration of 
right to an annuity (varshasan) it was held that the 
stamp for the petition of special appeal should be 
regulated by the market value of the annuity, and 
that primd facie ten times the amount of the annuity 
might be assumed to be its market value, as enacted 
for analogous agreements by section 2, schedule A, 
Act X of 1862. Naesinvachabta v. Svami Raya 
Chaeya .... 6 Bom., A. C., 66 

19. Attachment, Suit to set aside. 

— Suit hg trustees' deed given by insolvent for benefit 


VALUATION OF SVVSB-^eontinued. 

1. SUITS— 

Attachment, Suit to set aside— 

of creditors. — The valuation for stamp duty of a suit 
brought by the trustees of an assignment by an* 
insolvent trader for the benefit of his creditors to set 
aside an attachment by an execution-creditor, should 
be calculated on the value of the lien claimed by the 
judgment-creditor. Stephekson v. Baumgaeineb 

[8 Agra, 104 

20. — : Suit under Civil 

Procedure Code, 1882, s, 288. — Stamp,— Possession, 
— Court Fees Act, VII of 1870, sch. II, art. 17, cl. 1 . — 
When a party prefers a claim or makes any objection 
to the attachment of any property in execution of a 
decree, but fails to establish it, and brings a suit 
under section 283 of the Code of Civil Procedure 
(Act XIV of 1882) to establish his right to the pro- 
perty attached, his plaint is to be treated as falling 
under article 17, clause 1 of schedule II of the Court 
Pees Act, VII of 1870, and is chargeable with only a 
ten-ru])ec stamp, notwithstanding that the plaintiff 
may pray in such a suit to be awarded possession. Par- 
vati V. Kisan Sing, Judgments for 1881, p. 121, fol- 
lowed j Ounpatgir Ouru Bholagir \. Ounpatgir, I. 
L. R., 3 Rom., 230, distinguished, DnoNBO Sakha- 
EAM V. Gotind Babaji • L L. B., 9 Bom., 20 

21. Attachment, Suit to set 
aside order removing.— Fees Act, VII of 
1870, ss. 6 and 12, and sch. II, art. 17, cl. 1 . — 
Valuation hg subordinate Court, — Suit to re^ 
establish judgment- debtor's right to propertg on re» 
moval of attachment. — Where, on the removal of an 
attachment at the instance of a third party, the 
judgment-creditor brought a suit to establish the right 
of his judgment-debtor to the property from which the 
attachment had been removed, and to get the sum- 
mary order to remove the attachment set aside, — 
Held that the proper stamp on a plaint of that kind 
was RIO under section 6 and schedule II, article 171 
of the Court Fees Act, VII of 1870. Vital 
Keibhna V. Balkeishna Janabdan 

[I. L. B., 10 Bom., 610 

22. Award, Suit to carry out. — 

A suit to carry out au arbitration award need not be 
valued. Khoda Buksh v. Mowla Buksh 

[14 W. B., 265 

23. Award, Application to file. 

— Civil Procedure Code, 1882, s. 526.— The proper 
court fee upon an application to file an award under 
section 525 is the court fee prescribed for applica- 
tions, and not the court fee upon a plaint. Bija- 
DHUE Bhugut V. Monohue Bhugut 

[I. L. B., 10 Calc., U 

S. C. Palut Bhagut V. Monohue Bhagut. 

24. Charge on property. Suit ta 
establish. — Mad, Civil Courts Act, 1873.— Sub- 
ject-matier of suit. — For the purposes of jurisdiction 
(Madras Civil Courts Act, 1873) the subject-matter 
of a suit to establish the validity of a charge upon 
property is, when the property is in excess of the 
charge, the amount of the charge ; when the charge 
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Charge on property, Suit to establish— 

continued* 

is-in excess of the property, the value of the pro- 
perty. Kbishnama Chaeyar f). Sriuivasa Aytan- 

GAB . . . . I. L. B., 4 Mad., 339 

25. Damages, Suit for.— In deter- 
mining the jurisdiction of the Court in a suit for 
damages, the amount claimed, and not that even- 
tually found due, must be taken as the valuation. 
Joy Doobga Dabseb v. Manick Chand Baboo 

[16 W. R., 248 

26. — Declaratory decree, Suit for. 

— Suit to establish right to attached property - 
Held that, in the case where a person has preferred a 
claim to property attached in the execution of a 
decree, on the ground that such property is not liable 
to such attachment, and an order is passed against 
him, and he sues to establish his right to such pro- 
perty, the value of the subject-matter in dispute in 
such suit, for the purposes of jurisdiction, will be the 
amount of such decree. Second Appeal No. 320 of 
1876, decided the 16th May 1876, followed. Gul- 
ZABi Lal V. Jadaun Eai . I. L. B., 2 All., 799 

27. Suit to establish 
right by reversal of deeds. — When a plaintiff only 
sues for declaration of his title to certain lands on 
reversal of the kobalos said to have been illegally exe- 
cuted by his father, he need not be compelled to 
value the case at the total of the consideration men- 
tioned in those deeds. Sheo Gholam Singh v. 
Bejoteam Peotab Singh . W. B., 1864, 317 

28. Plaint insuffi- 
d . — Court Fees Act^ VII of 1870, 

s. 12.— The law allows a plaintiff in some cases to 
rectify a mistake as to stamp duty, but this privilege 
is subject to tpialiti cation, and does not exist where 
the relief to be granted is altogether distinct from 
that originally sought. In such a case, the plaintiff 
should not be allowed to put an additional stamp on 
liis plaint. Where a plaintiff sued on a stamp of 
BIO for a declaration of his title to land worth 
B19,000, in the possession of the defendant, it was 
held that the suit could not be maintained, and that 
the plaintiff was not entitled to put an additional 
stamp on the plaint and convert his suit into one for 
possession. Chokalingapeshana Naickbb v. Achi- 
YAB . . . . I. L. B., 1 Mad., 40 

29. Court Fees Act 
{VII of 1870), s. 4, and sch, II, art. 17, els. 3 and 
6 . — Jurisdiction. — Bom. Civil Courts Act, XIV 
of 1869, s. 24. — A Subordinate Judge of the 2nd 
class has no jurisdiction to entertain a suit for 
the declaration of the plaintiff’s title where the 
property in respect of which the declaration is sought 
exceeds R5,000 in value. The law may lay down, for 
purposes of revenue, certain rules for the valuation 
of suits ; but such valuation cannot be accepted as a 
criterion of the actual amount or value of the claim, 
uiwn Which the jurisdiction of a Court depends. 


VALUATION OF SUITS 

1. SUITS — continued* 

Declaratory decree. Suit foT--continued. 

Whether a suit be merely to obtain a decree, declara- 
tory of the plaintiff’s title to, or whether it be to 
establish his title, coupled with a prayer for posses- 
sion of, the rights of a deceased person, the inherit- 
ance is the object in dispute. The actual value of the 
estate to which the plaintiff claims to be entitled, and 
not the value which it may eventually represent to 
the plaintiff, is the value of the subject-matter. 
Bai Mahkob V* Bulakhi Chakeb 

[I. L. B., 1 Bom., 638 

30. Court Fees Act, 

s. 12, and sch. II, art 17, cl. 3 . — Consequential 
relief. — Appeal. — Civil Procedure Code, 1859, s. 246. 
— Section 32 of the Court Pees Act prohibits appeals 
on questions relating to valuation for the purpose of 
determining the amount of a fee, but does not prevent 
a Court of Appeal from determining whether or not 
consequentialo'elief is sought in a suit, so that it may 
determine under what class of cases the suit falls for 
the purposes of the Court Pees Act. A suit by a 
person against whom an order has been made, undftr 
section 246 of Act VIII of 1859, disallowing his claim 
to the attached property, need not be valued accord- 
ing to the value of the property, but can be brought 
on a stamp of ttlQ, under Act VII of 1870, schedule 
II, article 17 (iii). Chunia v. Rah Dial 

[I. L.B.,1 AU.,360 

81, Suit to stay buU 

wara proceedings under Beng. Beg. XIX of 1814, 
after partition by private arrangement. — An allot- 
tee, under a private partition, sued to stay subsequent 
partition proceedings brought under Regulation XIX 
of 1814, and to have his possession confirmed. The 
defendants objected to the valuation of the suit and 
to the suit being heard by the Civil Courts, no pro- 
ceedings having first l)Qen instituted before the re- 
venue authorities. Held that such a suit should be 
considered to be one for a declaratory decree, or for 
something in the nature of an injunction, and that, 
therefore, the plaint should not be stamped according 
to the value of the entire estate. Joynath I’oy v, 
Lall Bahadoub Singh 

[I. L. B., 8 Calc., 126 : 10 C. L. B., 146 

32 , Deed, Suit to set aside.— Suit 

for cancellation of bond . — Value of subject-matter 
of 8uit.—Jurisdiction.--^ThQ value of the subject- 
matter of a suit for the cancellation of a bond is to 
be determined with reference only to the principal 
amount, and not that amount together with the in- 
terest payable thereon when the suit is instituted. 
Gulab Eai v. Mangli Lal . I. L. B., 6 All., 71 

33 , Appeal. — Suit 
for cancellation of a document. — Jurisdiction. — The 
plaintiffs sued for the cancellation of a bond for the 
payment of R6,000, together with interest thereon at 
tho rate of 4 per cent, per mensem, alleging that 
they had executed such bond under the impression 
that it was a bond for the payment of B3,000, toge- 
ther with interest thereon at the /ate of li per cent. 
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1. SUlTS-~co»^iiii<ed5, 

Deed, Suit to set aBide~con^‘n«e(I. 

per mensem, whereas the defendants had fraudulently 
caused them to execute the bond in suit. The plain- 
tiffs paid into Court R3,000, toerether with interest 
at the rate of 1 ^ j)er cent. i)er mensem, ffeld that 
the value of the subject-matter in dispute was the dif- 
ference between H3,000 and 116,000 or therealwuts, 
and therefore an appeal from tlie decree of the Court 
of first instance preferred to the District Judge 
was cognisable by him. Kali C^araK Hai v. 
AjudhiaUai . . I. L. R., 2 AIL, 148 

34. Deed ‘prejudicing 
title to immoveable property , — In a suit to annul a 
sale-deed which prejudices the title of the plaintiffs 
to immoveable property, a stamp calculated on the 
fX)nsideration-money mentioned in the sale-deed is 
sufficient. Thakoob Pathuk o. Ram Soomrun Lal 

[2 N. W., 488 

35. Suit to set aside 
sale- deed as being forged. — A suit to set aside a false 
sale-deed was held to be sufficiently valued at tlie 
sum mentioned in that sale-deed. Thakoob Patuce 
e. Kamboombuh Lall . 1 N, W., 17 : £d. 1873, 16 

36. Suit to cancel 
document on ground of fraud. — The plaintiff exe- 
cuted a document whereby he created a charge of 
R4>,500 upon certain immoveable property. In a suit 
to cancel the document mK)n the ground of fraud, 
— Meld that the plaintiff valued his relief at R4,500, 
and that the District Munsif had no jurisdiction to 
try the suit. Nabaiea Puitbb v. Aya Putter 

[7 Mad., 372 

37. Suit for posses- 
sion of property alienated. — Price stated in sale-deed. 
— In a suit for possession of a share of an undivided 
estate and to set aside a kobala by which the estate 
had been illegally alienated, the plaintiff is not bound 
to value his claim according to tlie price stated in the 
Lobala. Auqopuba Chowdhry v. Meah Biuke 

[10 W. R., 207 

33, Ejectment, Suit Market 

ualue of tenant-right. — Where a landlord claims to 
eject a tenant, he claims to recover the tenant-rights 
in the holding, and the stamp duty chargeable on the 
plaint should be determined with reference to the 
market value of that right only. Ajoodhya Chow- 
bey V. Daibsb Singh . . 8 Agra, Rev., 5 

39 . Suit to contest 

claim of occupancy ryot. — Court Fees Act ^ 1870, s. 7, 
cl. 11, and soh. II, cl. 5. — In a suit to eject a defend- 
ant as being a tenant at will, the court fee u]K)n 
the plaint or memorandum of appeal is 8 annas 
under schedule II, clause 6 of Act VII of 1870. 
Clause 11 (d) of section 7 of that Act applies only to 
suits brought by a tenant to dispute the validity of 
his landlord's notice to quit. Nubjahan v. Maepan 
Mundul 11 C. L. R., 91 

40. Suit to have a 

lease set aside and buildings erected by lessees demo- 


VALUATION op SUlTS-^continued. 

1. SUITS— 

Pjectment, Suit tov --continued. 

Ushed, — Suit for possession of land and demolition of 
buildings erected thereon.— Court Fees Act.—Beng. 
Civil Courts Act, ss. 20, 22 . — Certain co-sharers of a 
vill^e sued to have a lease of certain laud, the joint 
undivided property of the co-sharers, which the other 
co-8harei*8 had gi-anted, set aside, and to have the build- 
ing erected on such land by the lessess demolished, • 
on the ground that such lease had been granted with- 
out their consent. They valued the relief sought at 
HlOO. The value of the buildings of which they 
sought demolition was H3,000. B. sued N. claim- 
ing inter alia possession of certain land and to Have . 
certain buildings erected thereon by the defendant 
demolished. Meld, with reference to the above-men- 
tioned suits, that in estiinatiug their value for the 
purposes of the Court Fees Act, 1870, or of the 
Bengal Civil Courts Act, 1871, the value of the 
buildings which might have to be demolished should 
not be taken into account. JoeAL Kibhob v. Tale 
Singh. Bindbshbi Chaubkt r. Nandu 

[I. L. R., 4 All., 320 

41. Emoluments attached to 
oflfice. Suit tov.— Court Fees Act, 1870, s. 7, 
els. 2, 4. — Claims for future emoluments. — Jurisdic- 
tion.-— Mad. Civil Courts Act, 1873, s. 12.— Por- 
tion of claim struck out and plaint returned for 
presentation to inferior Court.— In a suit filed 
in the Court of a Subordinate Judge, the plaintiff 
prayed, inter alia, for a ^e(^ree for the payment, an- 
nually, of the emoluments attached to a certain office, 
or their value at a rate stated in the plaint. This 
portion of the claim he valued, under clause 2 of 
section 7 of the Court Fees Act, at ten times the 
amount of the value claimed for one year. The value 
of the claim thus stated exceeded the pecuniary limit 
of the jurisdiction of the District Munsif. The Sub- 
ordinate Judge held that this portion of tlie claim 
was not actionable, inasmuidi as the right to tlie 
emoluments was conditional upon services to he ren- 
dered, and did not fall under clause 2 of section 7 of 
the Court Fees Act, not being a fixed sum payable 
periodically, and therefore he held that the plaint was 
improperly valued, that the suit was not within his 
jurisdiction, and that the plaint should be returned 
to be presented to the proper Court. Meld that 
this order was right. Kbishnan v. Revi Varma 

[I. L. R., 8 Mad., 884 

42. Instalment bond, Suit on, 

— The stamp on a plaint on an instalment bond should 
be estimated, not on the amount of the whole bond, 
hut on the amount claimed in the suit. SUTTO 
Bhama Dobsea V. Jambkbfdby Khan 

[4 W. R., 8. C. C. Ref., 12 

43. Khoti estate, Suit for re- 

covery of,— AH XX ri of 1867, sch. B, cl. 11. 
Amount of assessment.— Meld that a khoti estate is an 
estate paying revenue to Government upon which an 
assessment is temporarily settled, and that a suit for its 
recovery should be assessed at eight times the annual 
assessment under Act XXVI of 1867, schedule B, 
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1. SUITS — continued. 

Khoti estate. Suit for recovery of--co»- 

tinued. 

article 11, note (a), Sp, Rule 1 for the Bombay 
Presidency. Ex paste Vithal alias Gopal Go- 
KE&u Bivalkae . . 4 Bom., 4 . C., 148 

4:4. Manager, Suit to remove.— 

Court Fees Acty 1870, s. 7. — 8uit to eject trustee . — 
Jurisdiction.-^ Specific Belief Act, s. 42.— hy an 
agreement between 6’. and M., members of the same 
Hindu family, it was arranged that certain immove- 
able property dedicated to charitable uses by the 
family should be managed by M., subject to the 
supervision of S., and that M. should render accounts 
to S. and observe certain other conditions. 8. sued 
M. in the Court of the District Munsif, and prayed 
for a decree for the removal of M. as manager 
and for the appointing of himself as manager of the 
property. M. objected that the Court had no ju- 
risdiction, because the property exceeded in value the 
pecuniary limits of the jurisdiction of the District 
MunsiPs Court as fixed by section 12 of the Madras 
Civil Courts Act, 1873. Held that 8. was not enti- 
tled to sue for the removal of M. without praying for 
his ejectment from tlic property, and that, as the 
property exceeded in value R2,50a, the District 
Munsif had no jurisdiction. Sonachala v. Maxika 
. [I. L. B., 8 Mad., 616 

45. Karnacan of 
Malabar tarwad.—Mad. Civil Courts Act, 187H, 
s. 18, — For the purpose of jurisdiction a suit to 
remove the karnavan of a Malabar tar wad is not a 
suit for the |recovery of the tarwad properties man- 
aged by the karnavan and to be valued as such, but 
a suit which asks for a relief that is incaj)able of 
valuation. JVaeanjoli Chiuakal Kunhi IIaman 
V. NABANJOLI ChIBAXAL PUTTALATHir KUNHUNNI 

Kambiab . . . I. li. B., 4 Mad., 314 

46. Suitfor removal 
of karnavan.— Court Fees Act, 1870, sch. II, art. 17, 
cl. 6. — A suit for the removal of a karnavan of a 
Malabar tarwad on tlie ground of misfeasance is 
incapable of valuation and falls under section 6, 
article 17, schedule II of the Court Fees Act, 1870. 
Go VINE AN Nambiae V. Keishnan Nambiae 

[I. L. B., 4 Mad., 146 

47. Mesne profits, Suit for.— 

llenial of plaintiff* s title. — In a suit for wasilat, 
the stamp 011 the plaint will be sufficient if it cover 
the amount claimed for wasilat, notwithstanding the 
defendant may deny the title of |he plaintiff to the 
land. Kadib Buksh v. Wise ^ 

[Marsh., 166 : 1 Ind. Jur., O. S., 103 
1 Hay, 370 

. Suit for posses- 

sion and mesne profits.— WI iqvq a suit for mesne 
pronta is umted with one for possession, no separate 
stamp-fee is necessary in respect of mesne profits. 
55YBEUN V, Allah Ahmbe . W. B., 1864, 327 


VALUATION OF SUITS-cos^tniwd. 

1. SUITS— con^t««ed. 

49 , Partition, Suit fov,— Madras 

Civil Courts Act, s. 12. — Jurisdiction, — Subject- 
matter of suit. — In suits for partition, the value of 
the property of which the plaintiff claims a share, 
and not the Value of the share claimed, determines 
the jurisdiction of the Court under section 12 of the 
Madras Civil Courts Act, 1873. Vyeinatha v. 
SuBEAMANYA . . . I. L. B., 8 Mad., 235 

60. Hearing fee. 
Calculation of — Market value of properly. — The 
ordinary rule for assessing the hearing fee according 
to the market value of the prdperty in suit is not 
applicable to a suit for partition, and the Court in 
each case ought to fix the amount of such fee. 
Generally speaking, the value of tlie suit is the differ- 
ence between the value after partition of the plain- 
tiff's share which he rec^uires to be partitioned and 
the value of the same share not partitioned. Kietbb 
Chunebb Mittbb V. Annath Nath Dbb 

[13 C. L. B., 263 

61. ' ■ " - Suit for division 

of lands according to established custom, — A co- 
owner of village lands sued in 1861 to have them 
divided among the villagers according to a custom 
(last observed in 1835) that at the expiration of eveiy 
twelve years the lands should be re-distributod by lot 
among the co-owners, and bo have two of the shares 
delivered to him as one of such co-owners. In 1851 
another co-owner had, in a suit to which some only 
of the present defendants were parties, obtained a 
decree for the ptjriodical allotment of the lauds ; and 
in 1853 such decree, which clearly recognised the 
existence and validity of the custom, was afiirmed 
on appeal. Held that the plaintiff need not pay au 
institution fee on the aggregate amount of the value 
of all the sharers iu the village, and that the stamp 
on the plaint need only be proportioned to the value 
of the property actually sued for. Venxatasvami 
Nayakkan V. SuBBA Rau. Sakkaea ISubbaiyan 
V . 8ubba Rau 2 Mad., 1 

62. Jurisdiction . — 

Subject-matter of suit. — Act XIV of^ 1869, s. 25 , — 
What primd facie determines the jurisdiction of 
a Court is tlie claim, or subject-matter of the claim, 
as estimated by the plaintiff ; and the determination 
having given the jurisdiction, the jurisdiction itself 
continues, whatever the event of the suit. ^ And 
this is so notwithstanding a bona fide error in the 
estimate made by the plaintiff, but plaintiff can- 
not oust the Court of its jurisdiction by making un- 
warrantable additions to the claim which cannot be 
sustained, and which there is no reasonable ground 
for expecting to sustain. Tlie subject-matter of a 
claim, within the meaning of section 25 of Act XIV 
of 1869, is the specific thing sought by the plaintiff. 
In a partition suit, where the plaintiff seeks for a 
division and separate possession of his share in joint 
property, it is the share so claimed which is the sub- 
ject-matter of the claim, and not the whole of the 
joint property which is sought to be divided. Laxsh- 
man Bhatxae V , Babaji Bhatkab 

[I. L. B.| 8 Bom., 31 
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1. SUITS — continued, 

53, FossesBion, Suit tov,~-8uit 

hy auction-purchaser, — Procedure. — lu a suit for 
possession by an auction-purcliiiser, where plaintiff 
valued his claim at what he paid for the property, — 
Held that the valuation was prima facie not incorrect, 
and, until rebutted by evidence and the result of 
a proper inquiry, should be accepted as correct. If 
the valuation was doubted, an inquiry should have 
been instituted under Act XXVI of 1867. Soobu- 
DEA V. Ram Pboeasu Singh . . 16 "W. R., 6 

64. 8uit after fore- 

closure , — Court Fees Acty s, 7, cl, 9, — Where a suit 
for possession is brought after a decree for fore- 
closure has been obtained, the valuation of such a suit, 
in so far as the jurisdiction of the Court is concern- 
ed, is not to be calculated according to the scale laid 
down in the Court Fees Act, section 7, clause 9. 
Ahollya Bai Debia v. Shama Churn Bose 

[1 C. L. B., 473 

66 . Civil Procedure 

Code, 1859 i s, 229, Procedure under. — Fresh suit, 
— Jurisdiction.-^Yov the purpose of jurisdiction a 
claim under section 229 of Act VIH of 1859 is 
a fresh suit and not a continuation of the suit in 
which the claim is made : so that where, by reason of 
a change in the law as to the mode of valuing 
suits for the purpose of jurisdiction between the 
dat(} of the original suit and the claim, the Court that 
dealt with the original suit ceases to have jurisdiction 
over the subject-matter of the claim, that Court can- 
not try the claim. Muttammal v, Chinnnan Goun- 
DEN . . . . I. L. B., 4 Mad., 220 

66 . Suit for 

sion of share of estate and to set aside deed . — In a 
suit for possession of a share of an undivided estate, 
and to set aside a kobala by which the estate had 
been illegally alienated, plaintiff is not bound to 
value his claim according to the price stated in the 
kobala. Augopura Chowdhry v, Meah Bibee 

[10 W. B., 207 

67. Suit for posses- 

sion and declaration of title , — Where a suit is 
for recovery of possession (with mesne profits) of a 
certain portion of land, and for a declaration of right 
in re8j>ect of the remainder, its valuation should nut 
inclnde the value of the latter, which is only nomi- 
nal, and requires a stamp of RIU. Hukko Nath 
Bhuttacharj EB V. Harvet . . 25 W. B., 23 

68. Pre-emption, Suit, for.—ln a 

suit for pre-emption, the valuation of the property 
sued for is to be calculated at the market value for 
which it would sell, and not at ten times the value of 
the sudder jumma. Anjud SiNGn v. Depun Singh 

[3 B. L. B., Ap., 143 ; 14 W. B., 238, note 

Naunhoo Singh v, Tofan Singh 

[14 W. B., 228 

69 . Jurisdiction . — 
^eny. Civil Courts Act {VI of 1671), s. 20. — In a 
pre-emption suit, the subject-matter is the right of 


VALUATION OF SUITS ^continued. 

1 . SUITS — continued. 

Pre-emption, Suit for — continued, 

pre-emption, the value of which, and not that of the 
property itself, determines the (juestion of jurisdic- 
tion under section 20, Act VI of 1871. Naun 
Singh v. Rash Behaby Singh 

[I. L. B., 13 Calc., 266 

60. Redemption, Suit for.— Value 

for purpose of jurisdiction. — The purchaser of the 
equity of redemption of certain land sued to redeem 
the same. He made the mortgagor and vendor of the 
land v.proformd defeiuhint. Held that the* value of 
the subject-matter of the suit was not tlje market 
value of the land, but tbe amount of the mortgage 
money. Kubaib Singh v. Atma Ram 

[I. L. R., 6 All., 332 

61. Mad. Civil 
Courts Act, 1873, ss. 12 and 14 . — Value of im- 
provements. — Per curiam (Turner, C. J., and 
Muttusami Ayyar, J., dissenting). — Where an in- 
strument of mortgage does not expressly secure the 
amount to be allowed for improvements on redemp- 
tion of the mortgage, the value of the improvements 
is not to be calculated in ascertaining tbe “ value of 
the subject-matter of the suit” for the purposes of 
jurisdiction under section 12 of the Madras Civil 
Courts Act. Per Turner, C. J, (Muttusami Ay- 
YAB, J., concurring). — By the custom of Malabar a 
condition is attached to all kanain demises that the 
mortgagor shall j)ay the v^aliie of iniprovemonts made 
by the mortgagecj during the term of the demise 
before ho can redeem, and the ri'paymciit of the 
sums spent in improvements is thus secured by the 
mortgage in the same manner as the ri*payincnt of 
the principal advanced, and must be calculated in 
determining the value of the subject-matter of the 
suit for the purpose of jurisdiction. Zamorin OF 
Calicut v. Nab ay an a . I. L. R., 5 Mad., 284 

Anonymous Case 

[1. L. B., 6 Mad., 287, note 

62. Jurisdiction of 
M'unsif. — The integrity of a joint usufructuary 
mortgage having been broken in consequence of the 
mortgagee having purchased the right of several of 
the mortgagors, one of the mortgagors sued in the 
Miinsif’s (vourt to recover his share of the mortgaged 
property, alleging that the mortgage had been re- 
deemed. Tbe value of the mortuagee’s right, qud 
such share, was under R1,000. The mortgagee set 
up as a defenc.e to such suit that a bond, under 
which a sum exceeding R1,000 was duo, had been 
tacked to the morJAge, and that until such sum had 
been satisfied the jnaintiff could not recover posses- 
sion of his share. Held, on the question whether 
the Munsif had jurisdiction, that the value of the 
subject-matter of the suit rvas the value of the 
mortgagee’s right, qud the plaintiff’s share ; and as 
the value of such right did not exceed R1,000 even 
if it were held that the mortgaged proj)erty was 
further incumbered with such bond, such suit was 
coguisable in the Munsif ’s Court. The principle 
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1. SUITS — continued. 

Bedemption, Suit for — continued. 

• laid down in Gobind Singh v. Kallu^ I. L. 2 All.t 
778, followed. Bahadub v. Nawab Jan 

[I. L. B., 3 AIL, 822 

68. Joint mortgage. 

— Jurisdiction . — Court fee. — Valuation of suit . — 
“ Subject-matter in dispute** — Act VII of 1870, s. 
7, art. ix. — Act VI of 1871, s. 20. — Statute, Con- 
struction of — A deed of mortgage was executed by 
P., T., and S. for it4-,000. A., the purchaser of the 
share of S., brought a suit for recovery of posses- 
sion of one third of the mortgaged property against 
the mortgagees who had purchased the shares of P. 
and T., the other mortgagors. Meld by the I’ull 
Bench with reference to section 7, article ix of the 
Court Fees Act (Vll of 1870), that the defendants- 
mortgagees having bought up the equity of redemp- 
tion of two of the mortgagors, and pro tanto extin- 
guished their mortgage-debt, and so by their own act 
empowered the plaintiff to sue for redemption of one 
third of the property, the principal money now se- 
cured as between them and the plaintilf must now be 
regarded as one tliird of the original mortgage 
amount, — namely, — more particularly as 

fiscal enactments should, as far as possible, be con- 
strued in favour of the subject, lialkrishna Dhondo 
V. Nagvekar, I. L. R., 6 Rom., 324, referred to. Meld, 
also, with reference to the terms of section 20 of the 
Bengal Civil Courts Act (VI of 1871), that the “ sub- 
ject-matter in dispute*^ in suits of this kind was the 
amount of the mortgage-debt and the mortgagee's 
rights w'hiclj were sought to be paid ofPj that from 
the terms of the plaint it was obvious that in the 
present case the subject-matter in dispute was Iil,333- 
5-4, the one third of the original mortgage sum 
of K4,000; and that it was therefore beyond the 
limits of the Munsif’s pecuniary jurisdiction. Rer 
Maumooi), J . — It is a rule of construction that while 
in cBses of taxation everything must be strictly con- 
strued in favour of the subject, iu questions of juris- 
diction the presumption is in favour of giving juris- 
diction to the higlicst Court. Observations by Mah- 
Moon, J., as to the subject-matter of suits for the 
redemption of mortgages, and the mode in which the 
value of such subject-matter should be calculated for 
purposes of jurisdiction. Amanat Beoam v. Bha- 
JAN Lal . . . .1. L. B., 8 All., 438* 

64. — :: Usufructuary 

mortgage. — Ocervatuation of suit^ Effect of — Ju- 
risdiction. — The mere fact that a suit has been over- 
valued does not deprive the Court in which it is 
brought of jurisdiction, if the overvaluation w^as bona 
fide and had not the effect of altering the appellate 
jurisdiction, — that is to say, did not cause the appeal 
from the judgment of the Court of first instance to lie 
to a different Court from that to which it would have 
lam hud the suit been instituted in a Court having a 
more limited jurisdiction. Kajenubo Lall Gossabii 
u. Shama Chubn Lahobi . I. L. R., 6 Calc., 188; 

[4 C. L. B., 417 

Suit to redeem 

mortgaged land paging revenue to Government . — 


VALUATION OF SUITS 

1. SUITS — continued. 

Bedemption, Suit fov— continued. 

The stamp duty payable under section B of Act X of 
1862, on a suit to redeem mortgaged laud paying re- 
venue to Government, should be calculated on the sum 
for which the land is mortgaged, and not on the mar- 
ket value of such land. Nandbam Sundabji Naik 
I). Balaji Vithal . . 6 Bom., A. O., 153 

pa. — — ^ . — Suit by kanam- 

holder against jenmi and holders of prior kanam in 
possession. — A suit brought by a kanam-liolder Hgaiust 
the jenmi and the holders of a prior kanam in pos- 
session, to recover possession of the lands, may he 
properly treated, for the purpose of jurisdiction, as a 
suit for land, although it results in a decree for re- 
demption, and, if regarded as a redemption suit, 
would be cognisable by a Court of subordinate juris- 
diction. Mabaeab V. Pabameswaban 

[I. L. R., 6 Mad., 140 

67.- - Restitution ofoonjugal rights. 

Suit for. — Burma Courts Act, 1875, s. 
peal. — The proviso in section 49 of the Burma Courts 
Act amounts to an express declaration that it is a 
condition precedent to the right of appeal from the 
Recorder’s Court that the suit shall be one which has 
an amount or value capable of being estimated in 
money, and that that amount or value must fall with- 
in certain specified limits. A suit for the restitution 
of conjugal rights is incapable of being valued, and 
no appeal therefore in such a suit will lie under the 
Burma Courts Act from a decision of the Recorder 
of Rangoon. Golam Rahman v. Fatima Bibi 

[I. L. B., 13 Calc., 232 

88. Sale, Suit to set aside.-— 

in execution of decree . — Value of property sold. — In 
a suit to set aside an auction sale, the plaint must be 
stamped as if the suit were for the recovery of the 
property, Bbaph Chowdhbt v. Isiian Chundeb 

I>A8 9 C. L. R., 231 

69. Share of land. Suit for.— 

Suit relating to land. — Mental of share. — In valuing 
a suit relating to a share of land, the rental of the 
share is to he the criterion of the stamp. Ram 
Buksh Thakooe V. Ajoodhya Lal 

[2 W. B., Mis., 46 

70. Waste lands, Suit for,— Act 

XXIII of 1863 {Waste Lands), s. 5, Suit under . — 
In a suit under section 5, Act XXIII of 1863, by a 
claimant to w'aste land proposed to be sold or other- 
wise dealt with on account of Government, or by an 
objection to the sale or other disposition of such land, 
the plaint must be on a stamp of RIOO. GBBEsif 
Chundeb Roy v. Collbctoe of Sylhet 

[7 W.R.,349 

2. APPEALS. 

71. Question of valuation.— 

pellate Court, Rower of — Act XXVI of 1867. — An 
Appellate Court has no power to set aside a decision 
arrived at by the Court of first iastance as to the 

9 I 2 
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2, APPEALS — continued. 

Question of vahi&tion^conHnued. 
valuation of the property in suit. Mafizuddin v, 
Kabimui^issa Bibeb 

[0 B. I*. B., Ap., U : 14 W. B., 381 

IfiHAl^ Chanjdba Mooeebjeb V. Lokenath liOY 

[0 B. Ii. B., Ap., 12 : 14 W. B., 45h 

72. ' ■ ■ Jurisdiction , — 

Appellate Court. — Where it appears on appeal that 
the suit has not been rightly valued, and if rightly 
valued the Court of first instance would not have had 
jurisdiction to try it, the Appellate Court may en- 
tertain the objection, though it had not been raised 
in the Court below. Sheo Gobini) Kaux v. Abhai 

SiK&ii . . . 5 B. li. B., Ap., 17 

73. Undervaluation.— OK 

for dismissing appeal. — Insufficient stamp. — Where 
an appeal was brought on an insutticient stamp, the 
appeal was dismissed without prejudice to the appel- 
lant bringing a fresh appeal within twenty days on a 
lull stamp. Wali Alam v. Nasean 

[3 B. Ii. B., Ap., 104 

S. C. WoLEE Alum v. Misbun . 12 W. B., 50 

74. Ground for dis- 

missing appeal. — When a suit has been admitted upon 
a certain stamp, tried, and decreed for the plaintiff, 

“ undervaluation ” is no ground for dismissing the 
defendant's appeal. Emamubbin Khan u. Uam- 
EisuoEE Kowae . . 5 B. Ii. B., Ap., 30 

75. Insufficiently - 

stamped appeal. — Deputy Registrar, Rotoer of . — 
Civil Procedure Code. 1S59, s. 31 , — The Deputy Ke- 
gistrar has no authority to make an order returning 
a petition of appeal when the stamp fee paid upon 
is insutticient. The right course for that officer, if 
Ids requirements as to stamps are not complied with, 
is to lay the matter before the Court. But if the 
appellant is ready to pay what is required, then, 
whether the time for filing the appeal has expired or 
not, the Deputy Registrar is bound to receive it if it 
was originally presented in time. Ambue Ali v. 
Kali Chanb Doss . . .24 W. B., 258 

76 . ' ' Overvaluation.— of 

stamp duty. — Where excess stamps had been filed in 
consequence of an overvaluation of the appeal, the 
surplus amount was ordered to be refunded. In the 
MATTEE OF GEANT ... 14 "W. B., 47 

77. Law applicable to valua- 
tion. — Lauj in force at presentation of appeal.- 
Tlie valuation of an appeal must be according to the 
Act in force at the time of its presentation, and the 
original valuation under a law obsolete at the period 
of apjjcal can have no influence in the decision. Ano- 
i^ymous .... 5 Mad., Ap., 44 

Bhugobuttt Kooee V. Kustooebb Kooee 

[15 W. B., 272 

78. Civil Procedure 
Code, 1850, s. 220. — Change of law between date of 


VALUATIOK" OF BUlTS-continued. 

2. APPEALS— continued. 

Law applicable to valuation— continued, 
original suit and date of claim, Effect of, on juris- 
diction. — The subject-matter of an appeal should be 
valued for the purpose of jurisdiction according to 
the law in force at the date of the appeal, and ndt of 
the suit which has led to it. For the purpose of juris- 
diction, a claim under section 229 of Act VIII of 
1859 is a fresh suit, and not a continuation of the suit 
in whicli the claim is made ; so that where, by reason 
of a change in the law as to the mode of valuing 
suits for the purpose of jui-isdiction between the 
date of the original suit and the claim, the Court 
that dealt with the original suit ceases to have 
jurisdiction over the subject-matter of the claim, that 
Court cannot try the claim. Muttummal v, Chin- 
NANA Gounben . . 1. L. R., 4 Mad., 220 

79. - • Computation of value.— Valu- 

of appeal for jurisdiction. — Mad. Act III 

of 1873 (Madras Civil Courts Act ). — According to 
section 13 of Act III of 1873 (the Madras Civil 
Courts Act), it is the money value of the original 
suit that fixes the jurisdiction throughout the sub- 
sequent litigation in its several stages. Meld, there- 
fore, wliore the amount of the original suit was more 
than R5,000, and an appeal was prcfen’cd to the 
District Court, but the amount in dispute in the ap- 
peal did not exceed 115,900, that the District Court 
had no juiisdiction to hear the appeal. Muthusami 
P iLLAi u.Muthu Chibambaba Chetti 

[7 Mad., 350 

80. Appeals in measurement 
cases. — Miscellaneou.^ petitions. — Petitions of ap- 
peal in cases to obtain an order for measurement 
limy he written on the stamp used for miscellaneous 
petitions. Smith v. Nunbun Lal 

[6 W. R., Act X, 13 

81. Right to measure 
valued at specified amount. — Where a zemindar 
values his riglit to measure at a certain amount, the 
petition of appeal must be written on a regular stamp 
according to sucli valuation, and not upon a stamp 
used for miscellaneous petitions. Ooma Chubn 
Biswas v. Shibnath Bagchee . 8 W. R., 14 

82. Appeal from order de- 

claring party to have no locus standi. — Mis- 
cellaneous appeal. — Petition. — An appeal from an 
order of the lower Appellate Court, declaring that a 
party who claimed to be in possession of property 
taken in execution of a decree to which he was no 
party, and with which he had no concern, had no 
locus standi in the execution case, is in the nature of 
a miscellaneous appeal, and should ho on a stamp for 
an ordinary petition. Mohesh Chunbee Banbbjbb 
V. Chuebee Monee Dabeb * . 9 W. B., 139 

83. Appeal from order reject- 
ing application to set aside ex parte deci- 
sion.— /h'Mwwary appeal. — The stamp required for 
aiKititionof appeal from an order rejecting an appli- 
cation to set aside an ex parte decision under section 
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2, APPEALS — continued. 

Appeal from order rejecting application 
to set aside ex parte deciBion-^continued, 

119, Act VIII of 1859, was a two-rupee stamp. Such 
an appeal was treated as a summary and not a regular 
appeal. PAEBUTTr v. Gebbdhaebr Lall 

[4 W. B,, Mis., 15 

84. Appeal from order reject- 

ing plaint for misjoinder. — Misoellaneout ap- 
peal. — Stamp , — An appeal from an order rejecting a 
plaint for misjoinder is a miscellaneous appeal; and 
if it is rejected, an appeal from the order of rejection 
is also of the nature of a miscellaneous appeal, and is 
to be valued and stamped as such. Kossblla. Kobe 
r. Bbhaeeb Patuck . . .12 W. R., 70 

85. Appeal by mortgagee on 
question of liep, — Where the appeal by the mort- 
gagee was not with reference to the property, but to 
a mortgage lien, — Meld that the valuation for the 
purpose of stamp in such appeals should be with 
reference to the value of the lien for the mortgage- 
debt of incumbrance, and not with reference to the 
value of the mortgaged property. Mahomed Shee- 
BUN Khan v, Missbe Koondun Lall. Bheeeau. 
Nund Kishoee. 

[Agra, P. B., 168 : Ed. 1874, 119 

86. Appeal in suit for profits 
in respect of several years.— Court fees.— Dis- 
tinct causes of action . — Distinct subjects. — Act Til 
of 1870 {Court Fees Act), s, 17, — Civil Procedure 
Code, ss. 43, 44, — In an appeal in a suit for re- 
covery of profits under section 93 {h) of the N.- 
W. P. Kent Act in respect of several years, the 
proper court fee leviable on the memorandum of 
appojil is one calculated on the aggregate amount of 
the profits claimed, and not one calculated sci)arately 
on the amount of profits claimed for each year 
Muhammad Malik Kuan u. Nirhai Bibi 

[I. L. B., 7 All., 761 

87. Appeal from rejection of 

claim by forest settlement officer.— Afarf. 
Forest Act {V of 1882), s. 10. — Appeal to the Dis- 
trict Court, — Court Fees Act, sch, II, art. 11 (a); art, 
17, cl, vi . — An appeal to the District Court from the 
rejection of a claim by a forest settlement oflicor 
under clause 2 of section 10 of the Madras Forest 
Act,. 1882, falls under article 17, clause VI, and not 
under article 11 («) of schedule II of the Court 
Fees Act, 1870. Kamaeaja v. Sbceetaey of 
State foe India . . I. L. R., 8 Mad., 22 

88. Appeal from order dis- 
allowing an application to file an agree- 
ment to refer to arbitration.— Co«r^/ce, Mode 
of calculation of ,—Fer Oldfield, — The court fee 
payable on a memorandum of appeal from an order 
under section 523 of the Civil l^roceduro Code, dis- 
allowing an application to file atr agreement to refer 
to arbitration, is an ad valorem fee computed on the 
value of the subject matter in dispute in the appeal. 
Data Nand v, Bakhta wae Sinoh 

[I. L. R., 5 All., 333 


VALUATION OP SmTS---oontinued, 

2, APPEALS — continued, 

89. Appeal from order dispos- 

ing of dispute under Civil Procedure 
Code, s. 3223. — Dispute as to extent ofjudg-. 
ment-dehtoFs liability to claim, — Nature of appeal. 
—Court Fees Act, VII of 1870, sch. II, No. 11.— 
An appeal from the decision of a dispute under 
section 322B of the Civil Procedure Code falls 
directly within the exception of article 11, schedule 
II of the Court Fees Act (VII of 1870), and the 
memorandum of appeal should therefore be presented 
as for a decree in a suit upon an ad valorem stain]). 
Srinivasa Aypangar v. Fria Tamhi Nayahar, 1, L, 
R.^ 4 Mad., 420, dissented from. Ahmad Khan v. 
Madho Das . . . I. L. B., 7 AIL, 665 

90. Appeal in partition suit. 

— Court Fees Act, sch, II, art, 17, cl. *6. — Stamp on 
memorandum of appeal in' partition suit, — The 
stamp fee payable on appeals to the High Court in 
suits asking for “ partition, the separation of a 
share, and for khas possession of that share after 
separation,*’ is that leviable under article VI, clause 
17, schedule II of the Court Fees Act. For the 
purpose of jurisdiction the Court should bo guided 
hy the value of the property in suit, but the amount 
of the stamp fee should be governed by a different 
iwinciplc. Kiett Chuen Mitter v, Aunath Nath 
Deb . I. L. R., 8 Calc., 757 : 11 C. L. R., 95 

91. Appeal from decree for 

poBsession disallowing perpetual character 
of leases. — A suit for possession of certain lands 
having been decreed on the ground of plaintiff’s right 
of occupancy, but the perpetual (mirasi) cha- 
racter of the leases under which the claim had been 
made having been disallowed, an appeal was pre- 
ferred to have it declared that the leases were per- 
petual. Meld that, as the value of the claim would 
be tlie difference in the value of the land as held 
under a mirasi tenure at a fixed rent, or an 
ordinary tenure at a lluctuating rent, and as this 
might be an extremely difficult calculation, the stamp 
fee upon the appeal would be properly fixed a(;cord- 
ing to the valuation put by the appellant upon the 
subject-matter of his claim. Kbbul Ram Mundul 
V. Wells . . . .24 W. R., 464 

92. Appeal in suit to enforce 

a right of pre-emption. — Appeal hy purchaser, 
— Court fee. — Act VII of 1870 {Court Fees Act), s, 

7, (i) and {t)i).r- Where, in a suit to enforce a right 
of pre-pm])tion, a decree was passed against tho 
vendees-defendants, and they appealed from tho 
same on the grounds that they were entitled to 
receive from the plain tiff s-pre-emptors a sum largL' 
than that found by the Court of first instance to 
have been the purchase-money, and also that the 
plaintiffs had estopped themselves from asserting the 
nght by refusing to purchase, — Meld that the nature 
of the suit was not chauged in appeal, and that, 
on the contrary, the subject-matter of the dispute 
between the parties was the right of pre-emption, 
the value of which, for the purposes of court fee, 
was to be determined in manner directed by section 
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VALUATION OF BUlTa-eoniinued, 

2. APPEALS — continued, 

A^X>eal in smt to enforce a right of pre- 
emption '—continued, 

7, clause (vi) of the Court Fees Act, VII of 1870. 
Bam Lakhan Bai v. Bandan Bai distinguished. 
Where an appeal is preferred in a suit for pre-emp- 
tion, on the ground that the right to pre-empt has 
or has not been established, as tlie case may be, no 
matter what other pleas may be taken, the value of 
the subject-matter in dispute, for the purposes of 
the Court Fees Act, must be determined as in terms 
provided in article (c/) of section 7 of the Act. 
Where the question in appeal relates solely to the 
amount to be paid by the pre-emptor, the court fee 
should he calculated ad valorem on the difference 
between the amounts alleged as the sale price on the 
one side and ‘the other. Hafiz Ahmad f. 8 obha 
Bam . . . . I. L. B., 6 AIL, 488 

93. Appeal in suit for redemp- 

tion of usufructuary mortgage.— Civil 
Courts Act (VI of 1871), s. 22. — The plaintiffs sued 
for the possession of certain immoveable property, 
alleging that they had mortgaged such prop(’rty to 
the defendants, and that the mortgage-debt had been 
satisfied out of the profits of the property. The 
defendants set up a defence to the suit which raised 
the question of the proprietary right of the plaintiffs 
to the property. The value of the mortgagees^ 
interests in the property was below R5,000; the 
value of the mortgaged property exceeded that 
amount. On appeal to the High Court from the 
original decree of the Subordinate Judge in the suit, 
it was contended that the appeal from that decree 
lay to the District Court and not to the High Court. 
Held that the “ subject-matter In dispute,” within 
the meaning of section 22 of VI of 1871, was the 
mortgage and the mortgagees^ rights under it, and 
that, the value of this being only R2,000, the 
appeal should have been preferred to the District 
Court. Second Appeal No. 1039 of 1877 dissented 
from. Gobind Singh v, Kallu 

[I. Ii. K., 2 Aa, 778 

VAIiUB OF PROPERTY, STATEMENT 
IN WILL AS TO— 

See Evidence — C iviii Cases— Recitals 

IN Documents . I. L. R., 1 Bom., 561 

VARIANCE BETWEEN BOUGHT AND 
SOLD NOTES. 

See Evidence— Paboi Evidence— Vabt- 

ING OB CONTEADICTINO WeITTEN In- 

8TBUMENTS . . 9 B. L. R., 245 

VARIANCE BETWEEN PLEADING 
AND PROOF. 

Col. 

1. Genebal Cases .... 6094 

2. Special Cases .... 6096 

3. Admission of Pabt of Claim . 6114 

See Cases undbe Estoppel— Estoppel 

Bx Deeds and othsb Documents. 


/ VARIANCE BETWEEN PLEADING 
AND PROOF — continued. 

See Cases under Issues— Fbesh ob Ad- 
ditional Issues. 

See Title — Evidence and Proof of 
Title— Long Possession. 

[I. L. R., 2 Calc., 418 
See Written Statement. 

[I. L. B., 1 Bom:, 209 

1. GENERAL CASES. 

Decision on point hot raised 

in pleadings or issues.- A plaintiff must recover 
eecumdum allegata et probata, and no decree should 
he given in) his favour on a point not raised in the 
pleadings nor embodied in an issue. Joytara 
Dasseb V. Mahomed Mobahuck 

[I. L. B., 8 Calc., 975 : 11 C. L. B., 399 
Jankee ». Jhanjoo . .* 2 N. W., 407 

Mooktakbshee Dbbea V, Collector of Burd- 
WAN .... . 12W.B.,204 

Tara Chand Rot «. Nobin Chunder Rot 

[21 W. B., 132 
Protap Chunder Borooau c. Collector of 
Gowalpaha . . .22 W. R., 216 

2. Amendment of ca Be,—MistaJce 
or misapprehension. — A plaintiff can be allowed to 
amend his case only when he has an honest case, but 
either through mistake or some misapprehension ho 
has not placed the real facts before the Court. 
Bhtro Dutt V, Leehbanbb Kooeb 

[16 W. R., 123 

3. Civil Procedure 
Code, 1859, Operation of, as compared with old 
procedure in equity. — Under the Civil Procedure 
Code parties are not hound so strictly to the plead- 
ings as in an equity suit under the old procedure, if 
their being so bound would work injustice. DOSSEE 
V. Tabrachuen Coondoo Chowdhrt 

[Bourke, A. O. C., 48 

4. Variance in plaint— 

sal of suit, Ground for. — Held by a majority that 
the Code of Civil Procedure does not require the dis- 
missal of a suit by reason of any variance in the 
plaint. Mahomed Reezaoodesn v. Hosskin Buksh 
Khan IW. R., 300 

6, Raising issues after variance 

is shown. — A plaintiff will not he allowed to set 
up one case, and, having proved another, to ask for 
issues to be raised to suit the proof ; but when a 
plaint and its proof necessarily lead to one or more 
particular issues, it is the duty of the Court, if these 
issues do not come by surprise on the defendant, to 
raise such issues, and to give the relief thereon to 
which the plaintiff is entitled. Obhotchuen Mul- 
LicK c. WooMES CAunpbr Paul . 2 Hyde, 263 

6. Proof of cause of action not 

aUeged.— of suit. Ground for. — Claim on 
one cause of action, evidence showing another . — 
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VABIANCE BETWEEN PLEADING 

AND PJROOP — continued. 

1. GENERAL CASES — continued. 

Proof of cause of action not alleged— cow- 

tinued. 

Where a plaintiff sues on one cause of action and in 
support thereof ^ives evidence which, if it establishes 
anything, establishes n different cause of action, the 
Court acts properly in dismissing his suit. Mudhoo- 
sooDUif Gossambb V. Hills . 10 W. R., 212 

7. Amount proved exceeding 

amount claimed, — Decree, — Where the amount 
tf) which the plaintiff would be entitl(!d on the evi- 
dence exceeds that specified in the plaint, plaintiff is 
restricted to the amount so specified. Nathooram 
u. Jaelinb, ^KiNNBJi, & Co. . . Cor., 118 

8. Presumption from failure 

to prove allegations. — Onus of proof . — An ad- 
versary is entitled to the benefit of such presumptions 
as naturally arise from a jjarty’s failure to jirove his 
allegations, even though the onus was in the first in- 
stance on the former. Gunee Riswas w. Sube Gopal 
Paul CHOwmiiY . . .8 W. R., 395 

9. Failure to prove precise 

case pleaded. — Decree, Right to, — A previous 
ruling ill lieejoynath Chaiterjee v. Lukhee Monee 
Dahee, 12 TF. R., 248, explained not to mean that a 
plaintiff must either get the thing he claims or 
nothing at all, but that having come into Court 
upon one title, which he asks to have declared and 
fails to prove, a plaintiff cannot claim the declaration 
of another. GoLUCK CnuifLEE Sircar v. Ishan 
Chundkb Deb . . .23 W. R., 437 

10. — — Bight to make party liable 

in different character. — Suit against party 
personally . — Representative* s liability, — In a suit to 
reiiover advances made to the defendant to carry on 
an indigo factory under a karbarnamah, in which it 
was agreed that the advance should first be repaid out 
of the profits realised from the manufacture, whore it 
was found that the sale of the indigo had yielded 
more than the amount advanced, but had been cre- 
dited by the plaintiff to old debts owing him by the 
defendants father instead of to the defendant’s jier- 
soTial debt, — Held that the plaintiff had violated the 
terms of the agreement, and had not in good faith 
attempted to make the defendant jiersonally liable, 
and he could not be allowed to proceed against the 
defendant as representative of his father. Pebroux 
V. Luckmbeput Singu . . 12 W. R., 113 

11. Unestablislied defence.— 

Decree, Right to. — The Court should not necessarily 
decree the plaintiff’s claim in full because the de- 
fence set up by defendant has entirely failed. 
Mutloob Ali V. Kibia . . 1 Agra, 276 

12. Defence not set up by de- 

fendant. — Inconsistent defence,— \i is not compe- 
tent to a Court to sot up a defence not only not 
made by the defendant, but inconsistent with his 
own statement. Shubut SoONurREE Dabee v. 
PuEEsu Narain Roy . 13 W, R., 464 


VARIANCE BETWEEN PLEADING 

AND PROOF — continued, 

1. GENERAL CASES— 

Defence not set up by defendant— 

tinued. 

Badha Binode Dutt v. Kootabode Mundul 

[16 W. R., 363 

Chittea Coomaey Bebbb V, Bam Lall Moo- 
ZERJKE . . . . 18 W, R., 334 

RAJABAM BANEBJEE V. SONATDN ilOY 

[23 W. R., 404 
2. SPECIAL CASES. 

13. Account, Suit for balance 

of. — Failure to prove balance alleged, — Issues. — Ci- 
viL Procedure Code, 1859, s. 141 — Held, in contra- 
vention. of various rulings of the late Sudder Court, 
that a suit brought on an alleged settlement of ac- 
counts, and balance struck and admitted, should not 
be dismissed merely on account of the plaintiff’s 
failing to prove the alleged settlement and admission 
of balance by defendant ; but that the Court, being 
comijetciit under section 141 of the Civil Procedure 
Code to amend or frame additional issues that may 
be necessary to determine the real question or con- 
troversy between the parties, ought to enter into evi- 
dence regarding the items composing the account, 
and decree the claim regarding such items, if they 
are found to be due and not otherwise barred. Kl- 
SHITN PeESHAD V. BhAWANEE DeEN 

[Agra, F. B., 47 : Ed. 1874, 35 

Bamsahoy V, Sbethoo 

[1 N. W., 28 : Ed. 1873, 26 

But where the issues had been framed solely on 
the alleged adjustment, the suit was hold to be right- 
ly dismissed. Nobin Chundee Koondoo v, Seeb- 
dhue Bhuttaechaejbe ; . .16 W, R„ 24 

14. Alienation, Suit to set aside. 

— Variance between case in plaint and evidence . — 
Raising ground not taken in plaint. — The plaintiff, 
a Hindu, sued to se’t aside a certain alienation, on 
the ground that the alienor was an illegitimate sou 
of the plaintiff’s grandfather, and therefore had no 
interest in the property, ^ot being able to substan- 
tiate this grounil in the first Court, the plaintiff, on 
appeal, raised a new ground, — viz., that the alienation 
was had, because, under the Mitakabara law, the 
owner of a share in a joint ancestral estate is not 
competent to alienate his share without the consent 
of the other heirs. Held that such variance could 
not be allowed, and that the plaintiff must prove liis 
case as laid in the plaint. SeI Pbasad v, BAiT 
Guru Teiambuknath Deo 

[6 B. L, B., 666 : 14 W. R., 688 

15. Failure to prove 

case, — Raising fresh case on appeal, — In a suit to 
set aside a sale of ancestral property by a minor’s 
father and guardian as made without necessity and 
for the father’s prolUgato expenditure, and without 
inipiiry by the purchasers as to whether it was for 
the infant’s benefit, the defendants alleged that the 
sale was made under pressure a foreclosure suit 
on account of a demand under a former mortgagl^ 
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VARIANCE BETWEEN PLEADING 

AND PROOF— continued 

2. SPECIAL CASES— fow^twticd. 

Alienation, Suit to set aside — continued, 
for an ancestral debt. Plaintiff having failed to 
establish his case, sought to go back and open the 
consideration for the mortgage made so long as 
twenty years ago, but the Pri\'y Council, agreeing 
wdtli the High Court, refused to allow him to do so. 
Hxjmkeda aliaa Ehajoo r. Amatool Mehdek 
Be&itm . . . .17 W. R., P. O., 106 

16. - - Company. — Contributories^ List 

of, — Amendment of plaint. — WTiere the holder of 
shares in a company was described in the list of con- 
tributories, against whom a balance order by the Court 
of Chancery had been made, as " Devji Bhanji, cot- 
ton merchant,” and as being sued “ in his own right,” 
— Held that the plaintiffs* company could not be 
allowed to give evidence that the shares were in 
fact held by a firm consisting of two individuals 
named respectively Bhanji Zuteni and Devji Hem- 
raj I nor could the plaintiffs be allowed, at the hear- 
ing of the appeal, to amend their plaint, originally 
framed against both partners, with a view to making 
the firm liable for the amount of the calls, so as to 
sue Bhanji Zutani only, who alone w'as alleged to 
have signed the articles and memorandum of associ- 
ation in the. name of Devji Bhanji, and to make him 
personally liable as the holder of the shares. Wei- 
kersheirtCs case, L. JR., 8 Ch., Ap., 831, distin- 
guished. London, Bombay, and Mediterranean 
Bane, d. Bhanji Zutani . I. L. R., 2 Bom., 116 

17. Compromise.— JP ailure to 

prove case. — Bipht to succeed on ground not alleged. 
— Where the plaintiff sued to have a deed of compro- 
mise set nside as having been fraudulently entered 
into behind his back and without his knowledge, and 
failed to prove any fraud or collusion, — Held that he 
was not eniitleil to a decree on the ground taken on 
appeal, that the document w^as invalid as being un- 
registered, declaring that it did not affect his in- 
terests. Madhub Ali Khan v. Hossain Reza 
Khan 4 C. L. R., 62 

• 

13 ^ Contract. — Assumption of facts. 

Decision on. — The determinations in a cause should be 
founded upon a case either to be found in the plead- 
ings or involved in or consistent with the case there- 
by made. Therefore, where the relief sought by 
the plaint is grounded on a contract, the case must 
not be determined upon an alleged equity resulting 
from a different state of facts and inconsistent with 
that alleged by the plaintiff. Eshan Chunder 
Singh ». Shamachurn Bhutto 

[2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 87 : 6 W. R., P. C., 67 
11 Moore’s I. A., 7 

Followed in Doss Ram poss v. Mohbndbo Roy 
Decha . . . 18 W. R., 274 

19. Issues. — Amend- 

ment of plaint . — Variance between case in plaint 
and evidence. — The plaintiffs sued the defendants 
for damages for breach of contract, alleging in their 
plaint that they had agreed to sell, and the defend- 


VARIANCE BETWEEN PLEADING 

AND PROOF — continued. 

2, SPECIAL CASES — continued. 

Contract — continu ed. 

ants to purchase, certain indigo seed, but that the 
defendants had refused to tske delivery, although 
the plaintiffs were ready and willing to deliver the 
same. Upon the evidence of the plaintiffs, it ap- 
peared that there was no contract as alleged in the 
plaint, but the contract, as stated by them, was that 
they (the plaintiffs) were to purchase seeds as agents 
for the defendants. The Judge dismissed the suit 
•on the ground that the plaintiffs were bound to 
prove their wise as stated in the plaint. Held that 
that the suit ought not to have been dismissed on 
that ground. The issues raised admitted of the true 
question being tried, — viz., whether, under the cir- 
cumstances, the defendants were liable to pay the price 
of the seed ; and if they did not, the Court ought to 
have amended the issues, or framed additional ones. 
The object of the plaint is merely to bring the mat- 
ter in dispute before the Court, but it is for the 
Court, upon the sbitements before it, to determine 
the real issue between the parties. Abbuthnot 
Betts . . 6 B. L. B., 273 : 14 W. R., 181 

20. Ejectment, Suit for. — Failure 

to prove lease. — Reliance on general title. Right of . — 
Case stated in plaint. — Where a lessor sues to eject 
his tenant on the expiration of the latter’s term, or 
for breach of the conditions of his lease, and fails to 
prove the lease, be is not ordinarily at liberty in the 
same suit, ignoring the lease, to fall back upon his 
general title as though he had not set up and failed 
to prove the alleged lease. A j)laintiff must be limit- 
ed to the case which he puts forward in his plaint, 
but he may put forward an alternative case in his 
plaint from the commencement, as the defendant 
then will know that he has more than one case to 
meet, and will not be taken by surprise. Laeshmi- 
BAi V. Habi bin Ravji . . .8 Bom., 1 

21. ■ Fraud. — Failure to prove speci- 
fic case of fraud. — Where the plaintiff in his plead- 
ings pledged himself io prove a specific case of fraud, 
and made his cause of action entirely dependent on 
that, he Tvas not allowed to succeed, when he failed 
to prove fraud, on a collateral matter. Saheb Roy 
V. Gujadhue Pebshad Naeain Singh 

[22 W. B., 221 

22. Mortgage. — Suit for redemp- 
tion . — Decree on mortgage set up by defendants and 
not on that alleged by plaintiff. — In a suit to redeem, 
the plaintiff produced a mortgage the genuineness of 
which the defendants denied, but they produced a 
mortgage from the plaintiff’s ancestors to their an- 
cestors. The Principal Sudder Ameen made a decree 
for the restoration of the lands according to the terms 
of the mortgage produced by the defendants. The 
Civil Judge reversed the decision. Held, on special 
appeal, that the Princijial Sudder Ameen was justified 
in making the decree wliich be gave, it not being in- 
consistent with the relief prayed for by the plaint. 
Unioha Kandttb Kunhi Kutti Naib v. Valia 
P iDIQAIL KuNHAMED KUTTI MaEACCAB 

[4 Mad., 359 
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VARIANCE BETWEEN PLEADING 

AND PROOF — continued. 

2. SPECIAL CASES— 

Mortga ge — continued. 

23 . — Suit for redemp^ 
Hon. — ^Evidence given of other mortgage than the 
mortgage in respect of whic\ suit brought. — Evidence 
Act, I of 1872, s. 35. — statement of a survey officer as 
to entry as occupant hoio far admissible. — The plain- 
tiff sued to redeem certain lands alleged to have been 
mortgaged by his ancestor to the ancestors of the de- 
fendants in 1823. At the hearing the deed of mort- 
gage, in respect of wliich the suit was brought, was 
produced, but another mortgage of about the same 
date was produced and proved by the plaintiff. The 
lower Courts passed a decree for the plaintiff. The 
defendants appealed. Held (reversing the decree of 
the lower Courts) that where a particular instrument 
is sued on as the basis of a right, it is incumbent on the 
plaintiff to establish his case on that particular cause 
of actiqn, not on a cause of action merely bearing 
the same common name, or of the same description, and 
so included in the same class. Under section 35 of 
the Evidence Act, I of 1872, a statement by the sur- 
vey officer that the name of this or that person was 
entered as occupant would be admissible if relevant, 
but it would not be admissible to prove the reasons 
for such an entry as facts in another case. Govind- , 
BAV Deshmukh V, Ragho Desumukh 

[I. L. R., 8 Bom., 543 

24. Change of nature 

of suit. — The plaintiff sued to redeem a mortgage, 
alleging that it was made in the year A.D. 1821 for 
1125. The defendant admitted the mortgage, but 
alleged that it was made in A.i). 1791 for illlO, and 
contended that the suit was barred by limitation. The 
Subordinate Judge held that the mortgage had been 
made for the amount and at the date alleged by the 
defendant, but that the suit was not time-barred, as 
the mortgagor’s title had been acknowledged by the 
mortgagee within the period of limitation. Uo ac- 
cordingly made a decree for redemption on terms 
consistent with the plea of the defendant, but opposed 
to that of the plaintiff. On appeal, the Assistant 
Judge agreed with the lirst Court as to the merits of 
the case, but reversed its decree on the ground that 
the plaintiff was not entitled to succeed on a state of 
facts inconsistent with the case set forth in the plaint, 
observing that a plaintiff ought not to be allowed to 
change his cause of|action. Held by the High Court, 
on second appeal,, that the decree made by the lirst 
Court in favour of the plaintiff did not in any way 
proceed upon a (^use of action different from that 
made in the plaint, and that the cause of action 
remained the same, — namely, the right of the mort- 
gagor to redeem from a mortgagee. A plaintiff ought 
not to be allowed to alter his case so as to convert 
a suit of one character into a suit of another and in- 
consistent character. Lakshman Bhisajee v. 
Habi Dinkab Desai . I. L. R., 4 Bom., 684 

25. Alien t on of case 

from that made in plaint. — Upon a nniprtgage of land 
made little less than sixty years before the present 
suit, a decree followed in 1825 to the effect that an 


VARIANCE BETWEEN PLEADING 

AND PROOF — continued. 

2. SPECIAL CASES — continued. 

Mortgage— con^?WMet^. 

account having been taken of what was due on the 
mortgage, the mortgagor might at any time make a 
tender of such mortgage-money with interest up to 
date, and require thnt the land should be restored. 
The plaintiff, representing the interest of the original 
mortgagor, sued for redemption of the mortgage, 
treating the above decree as regulating the rights of 
the parties from the time when it was made. Held 
that the plaintiff not having sought by his plaint to 
redeem the mortgage, or alleged that there had been 
acknowledgment, could not in the present appeal fall 
back on a right to redeem such mortgage, although 
the latter might be within limitation, as that would 
be to make a case different from the one tried and 
decided in the Courts below. Accordingly, the suit 
hjid been properly dismissed. Habi Rayji Chip- 
liUNBAB V. Shapdbji Hobmasji Shet 

[I. L. R., 10 Bom., 461 

28. Suit for redemp^ 

tion of immoveable property brought as donee. — Title 
of plaintiff as reversioner. — In a suit for the re- 
demption of immoveable property brought by the 
plaintiff as donee from a Hindu widow of the equity 
of redemption, the plaintiff’s right to the property 
as reversioner cannot be inquired into, notwithstand- 
ing an allegation in the plaint that he was a near 
relative of the husband of the donor. Jagannath 
V iTBAL V. Apaji Vishnu . 5 Bom., A, C., 217 

27. Procedure . — 

Where a mortgagor sues to recover possession of the 
mortgaged property on the ground that the loan has 
been paid off from the assets of the estate, and that he 
is entitled to recover surplus collections, and the Court 
finds that a large balance in favour of the mortgagee 
still exists, the plaintiff is not entitled to a conditional 
decree, but the suit should be dismissed. Kundun 
Lal V. Sabta Koobb. Sasta Koobr v. Kundun 
Lal 8 W. R., 369 

But see Boistub Doss Koondoo v. Huro Na- 
EAiN Haldab . . . 17 W. R., 408 

28. Usufructuary 
mortgage. — Failure of claim to enforce lien. — Com^ 
pensation for breach of contract to give mortgagee 
possession. — A usufructuary mortgagee, the mort- 
gagor having broken his agreement to give him 
possession of the mortgaged property, sued the mort- 
gagor to recover the principal mortgage -money and 
interest by enforcement of lien. The property 
was not hypothecated as security for the mortgage- 
money. Held that it was inequitable to difmiss the 
suit for that reason, the defendant having been guilty 
of a breach of the contract of mortgage, for which 
the plaintiff was entitled to compensation ; that al- 
though the plaintiff did not expressly claim such re- 
lief, yet, regard being had to the pleadings and evi- 
dence in the case, the suit might be treated as one for 
such relief ; and that on estimating the compensation 
which should be awarded, the principal mortgage- 
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VARIANCE BETWEEN PLEADING 

AND PROOF — continued, 

2. SPECIAL CASES— 

Mortgage — continued, 

money with interest at the rate specified in the con- 
tract of mortgage miglit fairly be taken as a reason- 
able guide. Mahesh Singh v, Chauharia Singh 

[I.L. R., 4A11.. 246 

29. Usufructuary 
mortgage, — Suit to enforce hypothecation, — Vompen- 
sationfor breach of contract, — Money lent, — Money 
had and received for plaintiff's use. — An instrument 
of mortgage provided that the inortgtigors should 
deliver possession of the mortgaged property to the 
mortgagee, and the latter should retain possession, 
setting off profits against interest, until the former 
should redeem, by payment of the principal sum, 
which they were at liberty to do in the month of Jaith 
in any yctir they pleased. The mortgagors having 
failed to deliver possession of the, mortgaged proper- 
ty, the mortgagee sued them for the jirincipal sum 
and interest, asking for enforcenunt of lien. The 
instrument of mortgage did not contain any hypothe- 
cation of the property. Held that, although the suit, 
so far as it sought enforcement of lien, wdiolly failed, 
there being no hypothectation of the property, yet it 
was not equitable or proper that, as regards the 
money-claim, the mortgagee should bo relegated to a 
fresh suit, inasmuch as a cause of action was dis- 
closed, whether the suit was regarded as one for com- 
pensutioii in damages for breach of contract, or for 
money had and received for the plaintiff’s use, or for 
money lent, and the suit should be determined on its 
merits. ISheo Narain v, Jai G grind 

[I. L. R.,4 AU.,281 

30. Partition.— of suit.^ 

Might to declaration of share. — Where, the main 
object of a suit framed and valued as a suit for par- 
tition of a portion of the estate fails, the plaintiff is 
not entitled to turn round and ask for a declaration 
HS to the extent of his share. Ruttdn Monke Dutt 
V. Bbojo Mohijn Dutt . . 22 W. R., 333 

Affirming S. C. 22 W. R., 11 

3L — — Possession.— pro- 

pfirty, — Making different case on appeal. — In a suit 
for delivery over to plaintiff of papers said to be in 
the possession of defendant, the answer of the latter 
was that he had made over the papers to the plain - 
tiff’sjson. This plea was put in issue in the first Court, 
which found that some papers had been delivered as 
alleged, and made a decree ordering the delivery of 
certain other of the papers. On appeal, the attention 
of the Judge was principally directed to the point 
whether, the receipt of the papers by the plaintiff^s 
son wa8*a receipt by him as plaintiff’s agent. Held 
that this point was a departure wholly from the case 
made below, and ought not to have been entertained 
on appeal. Punchanun Roy «. Teoyluckhomo- 
HiNBB Dosseb . • . .14 W. R., 466 

32. • — ■ — ■ Immoveable pro- 

perty. — Separate acquisition. — Held that the ques- 
tion of possession was not a proper one for decision 
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when a plea of limitation was overruled, and the claim 
was found to be based, not on the fact of possession, 
but of the claimant being a member of the joint 
family and the property acquired by joint funds. 
Nund Ham v. Chootoo . . 1 Agra, 256 

83. Possession, Suit for.— 

crual of cause of action, — JAmitation, — In a suit by 
an execution-purchaser to recover possession of land- 
ed property, where defendant pleads limitation and 
plaintiff proves facts from which the Courtis unable 
to draw conclusions of law for itself, plaintiff ouglit 
not to be strictly bound to the accrual of the cause 
of action alleged in his plaint, so long as that arose 
within twelve years before commenceiiieiit of the 
suit. Mariam Begum «. Eye Churn Dutt 

[13 W. R., 269 

34. • Misdescription as 

to situation of lands. — Identification, — Where lauds 
claimed under a certificate of sale as being in one vil- 
lage are found to be in another, it is open to the 
plaintiff to show that there has been a misdescrip- 
tion, and that, although the name of tlie former was 
used, the intention was to convey the lauds he claim- 
ed situate in the latter, Kamgopal Haricx v. 
Shib Peeshad Sircar . . 12 W. R., 483 

36. Failure to prove 

pottah, — In a suit for possession by two ryots claim- 
ing under different pottahs from the same zemindar, 
when the defendant’s pottah fails, he still has a right 
to have a judicial determination of his claim to occu- 
pancy. Bydnath Shaha V, Jadub Chundke 
Shaha . . . . . 3 W. R., 208 

36. Suit for posses- 
,sion on specific title . — Right of occupancy. — A plain- 
tiff who succeeds in proving the facts stated in his 
plaint as necessarily implying a right of occupancy, 
may succeed in a suit for j)ossos8ion even though he 
does not prove the title on which life specifically relied. 
SUBJOO Peeshad v, Kasheb Rawut 

[21 W. R., 121 

37. Decree on ground 

not alleged in plaint. — The plaintiff sued for a de- 
claration of mirasi mokurrari rights to certain lands 
and for mesne profits, alleging £liat he had been 
wrongfully ejccte.d by the predecessors in title of the 
defendants. Held that the lower Courts were wrong 
in giving the plaintiff a decree for possession on the 
ground of occupancy right, he not having claimed 
such relief in his plaint. Bijoya Dehia v. Bydo- 
nath Dehy 24: W. 11,, 444, followed. BeindabuN 
Chundke Siekae v, Dhununjot Nushkue 

[I. L. R., 6 Calc., 246 : 4 C. L. R., 443 

38. Defendant sued as 
a trespasser, — Might to decree against him as a 

Where* a plaintiff brings a suit for possession, 
alleging that the defendant is a trespasser, the 
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moment it is shown that the defendant is not in 
possession as a trespasser, hut holds as a tenant under 
the phiintiff, the suit must bo dismissed, no matter 
what jbhe character of that tenancy may he. Ram 
Golam Singh v, Heet Nakain Sahoo 

[2 C. L. R., 202 

39 . Failure to prove 

allegation of defendant's tenancy. — Right to treat 
him as a trespasser. — Where a idaintiff sued for 
khas possession on the ground that the defendant 
was his tenant and had forfeited his tenure by 
denying his landlord’s title, and it was found there 
was no gelation of landlord and tenant between the 
parties, the plaintiff was held not entitled to succeed 
on the contcuition that the defendant was a tres- 
passer. Laljeb Singh «. Bunwaby Lall Rot 

[26 W. R., 448 

40 . Failure to prove 

permanent character of tenancy. — Right to decree 
as tenants. — In a suit for possession of land on 
the strength of an alleged mirasi mokurrari, one of 
the main issues was whether the jdaintiffs were 
or were not tenants of the land in dispute, and upon 
this issue, it was found that the plaintiffs had 
acquired a title as tenants from long possession, 
although they failed to (istahlish the mirasi mokur- 
rari character of their tenure. Held that the plain- 
tiffs were entitled to a decree for possession. Kalee 
Coomar Pattur v. Khettur Nath Baug^ 17 W. R. 
47 ; and Surjoo Per shad v. Kashee Rawuf, 21 
W. R.y 121, followed. Bijoya Debia v. Bydonath 
JJeb, 24 W. R., 444 ; and Brindabun Chunder Sircar 
V. Dhananjoy Luskur, I. L. R., 5 Calc., 246 : 4 C. 
L. R., 443, distinguished. Shib Chund Lahibi v. 
JOTMALA Dasi . . . 7 C. L. R., 103 

41. Suit on ground 

of forcible dispossession where defendant's possession 
is found to be permissive. — A suit to recover posses- 
sion of land on the ground of forcible disiiosscssion, 
in which it was pleaded by defendant and found as a 
fact that the defendant’s holding was of a permis- 
sive character, should be dismissed at once, the 
defendant’s possession not being a wrongful one of 
the kind alleged by plaintiff. The right mode of 
action in such a case would have been for plaintiff to 
serve the defendant with notice to quit the land, and 
thereby put an end to the permission relied upon by 
him. Phillips v. Nundooomab Banbbjee 

[8 W. R., 386 

42. : A plaintiff’s 

failure to prove dispossession on the particular date 
mentioned in the plaint is not a sufficient ground for 
the dismissal of the suit. Huro Chundee Chow- 
hhey V. Gobind Chhndee Moitbo 

• [16 W. R., 178 

Boga Kolita V. Thoolbssur Katasta 

[24 W. R., 367 

Torab All V. Mahomed Ameer Hossein 

[3 C. L. R., 106 
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43 . Suit for confii^’‘ 

ation of possession. — Proof that plaintiff was out 
of possession. — Change in form -The plain- 

tiff sued for an adjudication of his right to, and con- 
firmation of i)os8e88ion of, certain lands, on the 
allegation that they had been conveyed to him by 
one of the defendants and that he was in actual 
possession thereof, and that his title thereto had 
been impeached by the subsequent sale of the same 
lands by his vendor to the other defendant. The 
Court of first instance found that the plaintiff’s alle- 
gation of possession was false, and dismissed the suit. 
Held, on appeal, that the suit was rightly dismissed, 
for though a plaintiff who brings forward a bond 
fide case, which he proves in suhstanco, though not 
in form, would be assisted by the Court, in the 
absence of such special circumstances no such assist- 
ance would be afforded. Tebietput Singh v. Gos- 
sAiN Sudersan Das . I. L. R., 4 Calc., 46 

44. Failure to prove 
case in plaint. — Right to decree on other growls . — 
At a sale held under Bengal Act VIII of 1805, tho 
defendant purchased a shikmi tenure, and obtained 
possession thereof. Subsequently ho ousted the 
plaintiff from certain lands, and hence the suit by 
the plaintiff for recovery of possession thereof, on 
the ground that the property in dispute was a lakhi- 
raj tenure created by the Raja of Tippera, and that 
the plaintiff was owner thereof, partly by purchase 
and partly by inheritance. The lower Appellate 
Court found as a fact that the late shikmidar, and 
not the Raja, had granted the lands in dispute as 
hramatar, but not in favour of the person' through 
whom the plaintiff claimed. The Court, however, 
passed a decree in favour of the plaintiff, as he had 
been unlawfully dispossessed. Held that the plain- 
tiff having failed to prove the case as set up by him, 
and upon which he claimed, could not be entitled to a 
decree upon grounds other than those stated in the 
plaint. IswAR Chandra Chuckeebutty v, Bisth 
Chandea Chuckeebutty 

[3 B. L, R., Ap., 97 ; 12 W. R., 32 

46. ■ Failure to prove 

case. — Changing case on appeal. — Each of two pro- 
prietors, A. and B., separately mortgaged the wholo 
of the joint property to different persons. B.*s 
mortgagee, who was prior in time, obtained a decree 
on his bond, sold and j)urchased the house. In a 
subsequent suit for confirmation of right and posses- 
sion by A' 8 mortgagee, he charged that tha other 
bond and decree were fraudulent and collusive, and 
that B. had no interest in tlie property. All these 
allegations wefe found to be false by the lower 
Appellate Court. Held, on special appeal, that the 
plaintiff could not re(;ede from the case he had made 
in the lower Courts, and claim to be entitled to a decree 
for A.'s interest in the house. Dursun Sahoo v. 
Tetag Ram . .... 2 C. L. R., 638 

46. Failure to show 

alternative case. — Right to change case in special 
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appeal.^Suit for possession of certain property as 
part of a joint-family property sold by a widow 
without authority. Plaintiff applied to appeal speci- 
ally on the ground, but could cite no authority in 
support of it, that when the eldest member and 
manager of the family purchases out of his own 
separate funds, because the family is joint, the pro- 
perty must be considered as joint prop(‘rty. Having 
failed in this character, the Court declined to allow 
him in special appeal to come in as a reversioner, and 
ask for a decree declaring the wddow^s act void as 
against reversioner. Madho Peeshad v. Lalla 
Jebtun Lall . . . .17 W. R., 98 

47. Joint claim . — 

Might to succeed on proof of separate title . — Where 
the plaintiffs in a suit put forward a joint claim, it 
is not enough that one of them makes out his title; 
the suit should be dismissed unless the joint claim 
is established. Ram Comul OnucEERBUTTY v. 
Nund Ram Coolal . . . 10 W. R., 262 

Sheo Nbndun Peeshad v. Mdedoom Bhesh 

[20 W. R., 384 

48. Joint claim . — 

Might to ejAcceed on proof of title to less share 
separately . — A plaintiff suing on the ground that she 
was jointly entitled, w’as not allowed to succeed in the 
suit where it was shown she w'as only entitled to a less 
share in her own separate right. Hueeo Monee 
Dossba «. Onookool Chundee Mookerjbr 

[8 W. R., 481 

49. Claim to exclu- 

sive possession. — Proof of right to joint possession . — 
When a plaintiff in a suit asks for one thing {e.g.^ ex- 
clusive possession), a Court ought not to give him a 
decree because he proves that he is entitled to another 
thing {e.g., joint possession). Beejoynath Chat- 
TESJEE V, LuCKHEE MoI^EE DABEB 

[12 W. R., 248 

Sbeenabain Chuokeebuttt V. Millee 

[15 W. R., O. C., 7 

50. Claim to sepa- 

rate possession. — Proof of joint possession. — Altera- 
tion of claim . — When a plaintiff who claims pro- 
perty on the allegation that he purchased it from a 
person to whom it exclusively belonged, fails to prove 
that the property was the separate property of his 
vendor, he cannot have a decree for the share of the 
property to which his vendor w^as entitled as a mem- 
ber of a joint family. Gottb Behabeb. Ram BHtra- 
GUT V. Sheoeuttun Koonwab . 10 W. R., 243 

51 . — Failure of proof 

of right to sole possession^-r^JDecree on admission of 
defendant of joint possession . — Where a plaintiff 
sued for sole possession and a declaration of sole title, 
and the defendant mlmitted that he was in joint pos- 
session, but the plaintiff went on with his suit in order 
to get a decree that he was solely entitled and in sole 
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possession, and failed to prove his case, he was held 
not entitled to a decree founded on joint possession. 
Lukhttn Singh v. Nuffub Sing . 8 W. R,, 311 

52. Suit for posses- 

sion of share. — Decree for joint possession. — In a suit 
to recover possession of a tliird part of a khanahari, 
where the first Court, considering that there never had 
been a partition in definite shares, ordered restoration 
to the sort of possession plaintiff had enjoyed pre- 
vious to being dispossessed, — Held that there was no 
objection to the decree being in that form ; and 
although a plaintiff does not prove the precise claim 
which he makes, if he is substantially right he ought 
to have a decree, and not he left to bring another 
suit. RaJKISHOEE BhUDDUE V, IIUEEB MonUN 

Bhuddue .... 19 W. R., 196 

Dissenting from Beejoynath Chatterjee v. 

Luckhee Monee Dabee . 12 W. R., 248 

63. Claim to share of 

property as being partitioned. — Relief inconsistent 
with allegations on plaint. — In a suit to recover a 
quantity of land alleged to have formed part of a joint 
estate which had descended to plaintiff and his 
brothers, but which was subsequently divided into 
separate shares, — Held that, u])on failure of proof of 
the allegation of partition, plaintiff might obtain 
relief upon the first allegation ; and the Court below 
w’as not debarred by law from framing an issue as to 
whether plaintiff was entitled to recover to the extent 
of the interest which he had in the land, if found to 
be joint property. Fukeee Dass Pooroheet v. 
Gopal Mookeejee . . 12 W. R., 107 

64. Claim to pro- 
perty on separate title. — Right to decree on joint 
title. — The plaintiff alleged in his plaint that the 
defendant had erected a hut, or challa, upon ground 
to which he, the plaintiff, was separately entitled. 
The lower Appellate Court found that tlie land in 
dispute was the joint property of both parties, and 
that the defendant was not at liberty to erect the but 
without the express permission of the plaintiff, and 
ordered the demolition of the challa. Held that the 
plaintiff was not entitled to a judgment upon a 
ground which was inconsistent with the case set out 
in his plaint. Nabin Chandea Mitteb v, Mahes 
Chandra Mittee 

[3 B. L. R., Ap., Ill : 12 W. R., 69 

66. Pre-emption, Suit for.— 

Claim to right in different \oays. — In a suit to 
establish a right of pre-emption, where the plaint is 
framed on right of Shufeh Khuleet, the plaintiff 
ought not to be allowed to shift his ground and make 
out a new case as Shufeh Jah. Gobind gow v. 
Qiedhaeee Sahoo . . 24 W. R., 355 

58. Principal and agent.— 

by principal against agent. — Failure of suit on 
grounds pleaded. — A bank sued H,, its agent, who 
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had appointed AT. to act iu the matter of the agency, 
for money iielonging to it which ff. had paid AT. for 
the purposes of the agency, and which was not ac- 
counted for by AT., claiming the same on the ground 
tliat AT. had been appointed to act as a sub-agent 
without authority. The lower Appellate Court found 
that AT. had been appointed by JT. to act in the 
matter of the agency with authority, but, instead of 
dismissing the suit with reference to this finding, gave 
the plaintiff bank a decree against S. on the ground 
that he had not exercised ordinary prudence in select- 
ing N. as an agent for his principal. Held that, in- 
asmuch as the X)laintifF bank had not claimed relief 
on the ground that H. had failed in his duty in nam- 
ing N. as an agent for his principal, but on the ground 
that AT. had been appointed without authority, and 
had failed to prove its case, the suit should have been 
dismissed.- Hamilton d. Land Mortgage Bank 
OP India . . I. L. R., 6 AIL, 466 

57. ' Rent . — Suit for arrears of rent. 

— Failure to prove contract. — Claim for use and oc- 
cupation. — Wliere a plaintiff sued for rent and failed 
to prove any contract, express or implied, to pay it, he 
was held not entitled to change his case and ask for 
compensation for use and occupation. Litciimeepft 
Doss V. Enaet Ali . . 22 W. R., 346 

68. Suit for rent on 

unstamped lease, — Failure to prove lease. — Right to 
recover damages for use and occupation. — The 
plaintiff alleged that be had given possession to the 
defendant of a certain estate, in consideration of the 
payment by the defendant of annual rent for a term 
of five years; that the defendant had paid the rent 
for the first three years of the term, but had neglect- 
ed to pay any for the lost two years, and that since 
the expiry of the term the defendant liad remained in 
possession ; and he claimed to recover possession of 
the property and a certain sum for its use and occu- 
pation by the defendant. Ho also claimed to recover 
the same sum as damages for the retention of the 
estate by the defendant, froih the date up to which 
the defendant had last paid rent. The agreement be- 
tween the parties was contained in certain letters 
which were unstiimped. Held that although the claim 
to relief made by the plaintiff on the basis of the 
contract must fail, because there was no evidence of 
the contract on which the Court could act, yet he 
could fall back on his claim to recover damages for 
the use and occupation of the land, as the defendant 
could not defend his possessicn, being equally incom- 
petent with the plaintiff to rely on the terms of 
a contract of which he could not give proof, and as 
he did not deny the use and occupation alleged, he 
had no answer to the claim for damages. Macgi- 
VBEON t>. Wallace . . . 6 N. W., 66 

69. Suit for rent in 
Tcind. — Evidence of nugdi rent. — In a suit foT a 
balance of rent on the allegation that defendants cul- 
tivated a portion of plaintiffs’ jaghir as bhowli 
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tenants, where defendants denied that they were such 
tenants and pleaded a mokurrari pottah, — Meld 
that even on the defendants failing to establish their 
plea, the suit could not succeed, as the plaintiffs 
failed to make out their case, and it appeared that 
the defendants were holding the whole jaghir 
at a nukdi rent. Luohmbedhur Pattuok v. 
Rdghoobtjr Singh . . . 24W. R,, 284 

60. Suit for declara- 

tory decree. — Suit under Beng, Bent AcU 1869 . — 
Wliero the plaintiff sued under Bengal Act VIII of 
1869 for a declaration that certain land was mS,l, as well 
as for assessment of rent thereon and for arrears of 
rent at the rate assessed, and the suit was dismissed, 
and on appeal the plaintiff abandoned the two last 
points in his claim and asked merely for a declaratory 
decree, — Meld that the lower Appellate Court ought, 
notwithstanding the plaintiff had elected to sue under 
the Rent Act, to have proceeded with that part of the 
case, and disposed of the appeal as to that only. 
Anfnd MorEE Dossbb v. Rate Moneb Dossee 

[20 W. R., 14 

81. Suit for Jeahuliat 

on allegation of holding specific quantity of land. 
— Failure to prove allegation . — In a suit for a kabu- 
liat, on the allegation that the defendant is holding 
a specific (quantity of land under him, if the plaintiff’s 
allegations arc disproved, and the relation of landlord 
and tenant is not established, the plaintiff’s suit 
must altogether fail. Yakoob Ali v. Kakenoollah 

[8 W. R., 329 

62. Suit for rent , — 

Failure to prove kahuliat , — The plaintiff having 
sued for rent upon a kahuliat, and failed to prove it, 
is not entitled to a decree if he shows that the de- 
fendants had paid him rent for a number of years, the 
Court observing that it would not be the exercise of 
a sound discretion to allow a party who relies upon 
a document to set up a fresh case when an issue as to 
the execution of such document is found against him, 
and there are good reasons for believing that the 
document is not genuine. Nueeohueey Mohonto 
V, Naeainbb Dossee 

[W. R., P. B., 23 : 1 Ind. Jur., O. S., 9 : 

1 Hay, 234 

S. C. Naikainee Dossee v. Nueeohitbey Mo- 
honto Marsh., 70 

WooDOY Naeain V. Dueeiaho Rot . 

[W.R., 1864, 187 
Ram Naffbe Khaea v, Degumbeb Chatteejbe 
[W. R., 1864, 269 
Kueeemooddeen Biswas v. Hueoohundbb Gooho 

[1 W. R., 305 

Govind Ramchandea Gokhle «. Ahmed 

[6 Bom,, A. C., 133 
Bhoyettb Chundee Chov.dhet c. Habadhun 
Ghobe . Marsh., 561 : 2 Hay, 666 
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SiMEOO Kabeboue V. Anttnd Chundee Roy 

[Mars*h., 67 : 1 Hay, 130 

See also Jeetoo V. Beetun 

[Marsh., 47 : 1 Ind. Jur., O. S., 86 : 

1 Hay, 112 

Fatima Bbbbb v, Aeip Sookanbe 

[Marsh., 263 : 2 Hay, 106 

So also in the case of a defoiidaut. GOOEOO 
Doss Ghose V. Seistbe Dhue Dey 

[W. B., 1864, Act X, 39 

63. ' ' ' Suit for pottah 

at fixed rate of rent. — Failure in proof. — In a suit 
brought by a ryot to obtain a pottah ut a fixed rent, 
under section 3 of Act X of 1859, on the ground 
that the lands have been held at a fixed rent which 
has not been changed from the time of the perma- 
nent settlement, if the plaintiff fail in proving sucli a 
holding, he is not entitled in that suit to have a decree 
under section 5 for a pottah at a fair and equitable 
rate. Dooega Mahtoou v. Kanhye Lall Ajha 

[Marsh., 371 ; 2 Hay, 422 

64. Suit on kabuUat 

nohich plaintiff fails to prove. — Plaintiff sued upon 
a kabuliat, and filed a pottah in support of it. The 
pottah having been rejected, and the kabuliat not 
proved, he was held not entitled to fall back on a 
general statement that he has a jote pottah ; that 
the lands in dispute are part of the same j and that 
he can oust the defendant, who was duly in posses- 
sion. Gobind Chunuee Lahoey V. Jaklune, 
Skinnee, & Co 7 W. R., 163 

66. Failure to prove 

right to pottah . — Right to have fair and equitable rale 
of rent fixed as occupancy ryots. — The plaintiffs sued 
as ryots to obtain a pottah corresponding with a 
kabuliat which they said had been taken from them 
by the defendants, who were 12-anna shareholders in 
the land, and, according t(} an alleged j)romise, to 
give them a pottah. The plaintiff’s failed to make 
out the ground on which they relied, but the lower 
Appellate Court, being of opinion that the plaintiffs 
had made out a right of occupancy under the rent 
law and were entitled to obtain a pottah from the 
zemindar at a fair and equitable rate of rent, and 
finding no evidence as to what such a rate would be, 
gave them a decree at the old rate. Meld that the 
decision was erroneous, as there was no evidence on 
which the question of a fair and equitable rate could 
be determined, and as it rested on a ground not 
taken by the plaintiffs, who came into Court on a 
special contract. If the plaintiffs’ right to a pottah 
had rested on the ground of their being occupancy 
ryots, they might claim a pottah from all the 16- 
anna shareholders, who ought to have been made 
parties and the case remanded for trial by the first 
Court, UtHUE llOSdElN V. KAMl*UAIi ItoY 

[20 W. R., 76 
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66. Suit for rent . — 

Failure to prove kabuliat, — Whore a landlord sued a 
ryot for arrears of rent alleged to be due under 
a kabuliat, and the Court found that such kabuliat 
had not been executed by the ryot, although he had 
occupied the laud, the laudlord was held not entitled 
to have a further trial of the question wdiether any 
and what amount of rent was due ou account of the 
ryot’s occupation of the land. Lfeube Kanto Dass 
CHOWOHEY V. SUMEEEUDOI LUSEBE 

[13 B. L. R., F. B., 243 : 21, W. B., 208 

67. Suit for enhance^ 

ment of rent. — Suit on nabuliat. — Amendment of 
plaint. — Decree for rent on failure to prove 
kabuliat , — In a suit ou a kabuliat, where no alter- 
native claim for rent at an old rate is in words ex- 
pressly asked for in the plaint (although it is dis- 
closed by the plaint that the defendant bad i)revious- 
ly occupied the land in suit at a rate which the evi- 
deuce proved to be lower than the rent mentioned in 
the kabuliat), and where the kabuliat is not proved, 
t is in the discretion of the Court to amend the 
plaint or the issues, and to allow an alternative claim 
to be tried; and when the omission to make the 

laim in the plaint appears to have been an inad- 
vertence, it is right that the Court should do so. 
Lukhee Kanto Dass Chowdhry v. Sumeeruddi Lus- 
kery 13 B. L. R., 243, commented upon. Roushan 
BxBEE V. UUEEAY KeISTO NaTH 

[1. L. R., 8 Calc., 926 

68. Suit for enhance- 

ment of rent. — Statements in Although 

in a suit for eiibanccmcnt the plaintiff should not be 
tied down too strictly to his statements, yet lie 
must to some exleut be limited to the case made in 
the plaint. Boeomalee Chuen Mytee v. Suoitoor 
Hootait 14 W. R., 60 

69. Suit for enhance- 

ment of rent. — Failure to prove rent as claimed.- 
If the plaintiff is unable to show that be is entitled 
to the rent exactly as lie claims it, the Court is not 
iebarred from giving linn a decree for such en- 
hanced rent as it tliiilks ought to be paid, — e.g., to 
livide the land into different classes and assign a 
separate rental to each description. BilUGWAN 
Chunuee Roy Cuowhhey v. Jegue Kuan 

[22 W. R., 466 

70. Suit for enhance- 
ment of rent. — Failwte to prove notice. — In a suit 
originally treated by the plaintiff as a suit for eii- 
haiicemeut of rent, he cannot, after failing to prove 
notice, treat the suit as one for enhancement, and 
say no notice was necessary. Rash Behaey Moo- 
KEEJEK V. Khetteo Kath Roy . 1 C. L. R., 418 

71. Sail for enhance 
ment of rent.— Suppression of mater tal fact . — A 
plaintiff must state clearly iu his plaint the substance 
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of his claim, — i.e., the particular mode in which his 
claim arose, as well as the amount of that claim. 
Thus, where a plaintiff allowed the Court below to 
decide the case us if his contention was an ordinary 
case between a landlord suing to enhance and a 
tenant resisting his claim, and the statement of the 
defendant divulged the material circumstance of the 
case that the plaintiff’s estate was let in farm, the 
High Court refused to allow' the plaintiff on ajjpeal to 
rest upon an alleged stipulation in a farming lease, 
the existence of which lie altogether suppressed in 
tlie Court below,* reserving to him the right of col- 
lecting from the tenantry an enhanced rent during 
the currency of the farming lease. Huheo Soo^f- 
DEBY U.-MUDDITN MOHUJi DUTT 

[W. B., 1864, Act X, 34 

72. Bigllt of suit. — Cause of action 

not shown in plaint hut proved in course of case . — 
Where a plaintiff brought a suit for confirmation of 
his title to an estate, in conse(iuence of the opposition 
oflered by defendant to an application for partition 
by a vendee who had purchased a portion of jdaintifP’s 
share, and the Court of first iustunce tried the case 
on its merits and gave the plaintiff a decree, — Held 
that the lower Appellate Court was not justified in 
reversing the decision of the first Court on the 
ground that no cause of action had been disclosed, 
because, although the plaint itself disclosed no cause 
of action, yet, on the trial of the suit on its merits, a 
cause of action had been disclosed in the opposition 
which defendant had offered to the partition pro- 
ceedings, and which had interfered with the enjoy- 
ment of his rights by the plaiutift*. Lallah Mautab 
Hoy V. Debee Dutt Siegh . . 25 W. B., 204 

73. Specific performance,— 

Suit to enforce contract of hetrothal. — Failure to 
prove complete hetrothal. — The plaintiff, on behalf 
of her infant son, sued the father and guardian of M. 
JB. to recover possession of M. Ji., alleging that M. B. 
had been betrothed to her sou, and that under the 
Hindu law a betrothal was the same as marriage and 
could not he repudiated, and that the defendant had 
on demand refused to give up M. B. Meld that 
the suit having been brought on the allegation of a 
l)erf ect betrothal equivalent to marriage, it .could not 
be tried and decided by the Court as if it were a 
suit for damages on accjouut of breach of contract. 
Kowbut Singh v. Lab Koobs . 5 N. W., 102 

74. Title. — Getting up different title 

from that alleged. — The plaintiff cannot he allowed 
to set up a different title from that on wdiich he sues 
and fails to prove. Ishan Chundkr Chowdhby 
V. Shaeoda Gooptbah , . 12 W. B., 487 

. — — Suit for recogni* 

Hon of adoption. — Bight to shoio title hy inheritance. 

^ distinct suit for the recoguition of an adoption 
having totally failed, the plaintiff is not entitled to 
fall, back on his right by descent. Seeegobind Singh 

Obit Wab^Shigh . . W. B., E. B., 4 
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, Title of separate 

acquisition hy purchase. — Setting up inconsistent 
title by joint purchase. — The plaintiff having set up 
a title by sole purchase, was held not at liberty to 
change his case entirely, and to come in and set, up 
another an^Linconsistent title, founded on inheritance 
or joint purchase. Doss Ram Doss v. Mohendeo 
Roy Decha . . . . 18 W, B., 274 

77. Allegation of 
title hy purchase. — Failure to prove alleged title . — 
Bossession, Title by. — In a suit for declaration of title 
to and possession of certain property on the allega- 
tion of purchase and subsequent forcible ouster, it was 
held that the plaintiff:, having failed to prove the 
purchase* or the forcible dispossession, could not 
succeed on mere proof of twenty years’ possession. A 
plaintiff who sues on one title cannot succeed on 
another entirely different. Hueo Soonbueek 
Debia V. TJnnopooena Debia . 11 W. B., 660 

Bijoya Debia v. Bybonath Deb 

[24 W. B., 444 

78. Failure to estah^ 
lish particular title. — Title hy long possession . — 
Where a plaintiff brought a suit to establish his 
title, and the lower Court, on a trial of the issue, 
thought the title was not proved, yet gave plain- 
tiff a decree on the ground of his being in pos- 
session for a long time, — Reid that the lower Court 
ought not to have given a decree upon a ground not 
suggested in the plaint or in the issues tried. Bhay- 
GO Mutty Bibee v. Mahomeb Wasil 

[25 W. B., 315 

79. Failure to prove 

'articular title. — Title hy right of occupancy . — 

Act X of 1859 j s. 6 . — 111 a suit for possession of land 
after purchase, where defendant ])leaded that he had 
oug held under u miras pnttuh which both the 
!!lourts below' found’ to be false, — Reid that the de- 
fendant could not be allowed in special appeal to come 
n for the tiist time with an allegation of a new and 
separate title, — viz.^ a right of occupancy under section 
6, Act X of 1859. SOOEJO Koomae o. Gungabube 
Roy 12W.B., 80 

80. : Failure to prove 

specific title. — Title hy possession. — Form of plaint. 
— Where a plaintiff w’ho fails to prove a specific 
title which he sets up, yet causes it to appear that 
he has had a clear bund fide possession from which 
the Court can infer a good title, the Court will noc 
shut him out in consequence of the mere form of 
the plaint. IvYLASH Kamineb Dossia V. JUBOO 
Bashineb Dossia ... 22 W. B,, 391 

81 . Allegation of 
mukurrari right and faiture to prove it. — In a suit 
bo recover jiossession of land which defendant alleged 

iuiselr to have held for more than twelve years 
under a mokurrari lease, whertj tlie lower Appellate 
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Court, finding that defendant failed to prove his 
mokurrari right, declared he had no title to hold 
as a squatter,— ifeZd that, notwithstanding the 
failure of the defendant to prove his mokurrari 
lease, the lower Court ought to have found what was 
the nature of the occupancy, and how long it had 
subsisted. Joeawitb SiNaa v, Khtrat Ali 

[10 W. R., 860 

Q2. capa~ 

proof of right to succeed in another, — A suit 
was brought by a Hindu widow to recover her share, 
as heiress to her husband, in certain family property, 
of which she claimed a portion in her absolute right, 
and a portion as one of the joint shebaits of certain 
idols. Among other properties plaintiff claimed one 
fifth share in a talook, not as a debutter property, 
but, in right of her husband, as her absolute pro- 
perty. The first Court found that this share was 
the property of a certain idol, and held that she had 
not maintained the allegation in her plaint, and 
even if entitled to it in her right of joint shebait, 
she could not recover in that capacity, os she had 
not framed her plaint in that way and had not sued 
as shebait. The Privy Council held the High Court 
to be right in treating this objection as one rather 
of form than of substance, and in giving the relief 
prayed for. Radha Mohun Mundul v. Jadoo- 
MONEE Dossee . . 23 W. R., P. C., 369 

83. ' — Amendment of 

plaint. — Alternative relief. — JEJectment suit. — Fail- 
ure to prove lease.-^Oeneral title. — Where, in an 
action of ejectment against a tenant holding over, 
the lease sued on was inadmissible in evidence for 
want of registration, and the plaint was not amend- 
ed to one containing an alternative claim for parti- 
tion, — Seld that the plaintiff could not be allowed 
to fall back upon his general title, and obtain a 
decree for partition. Ramchandea Bapuji Gokulb 
«. Vabudev Moeuhat Kalb 

[I. L. R., 10 Bom., 461 

84. Bight to ease- 
ment in suit for right of ownership. — Decision on 
case not made in pleadings. — In a suit brought to 
establish a right of owuership over certain land, — 
He{dt it was not competent to the Court to enter 
into and decide upon the plaintiff’s right to an ease- 
ment over the same. A question not raised by the 
plaint ought not to be decided by the Court. Lalji 
Ratanji v, GangaeaU Ttjljabam 

[2 Bom., 184 : 2n<l Ed., 176 

85. Title hy pre- 
scription. — Making case different from that in 

plaint. — In a suit for the removal of a pucca build- 
ing lecently erected by defendant upon land lying 
between the premises of the two parties to the dis- 
pute, where plaintiff’s claim to use the land had 
been put upon his title as owner, — Held that, having 
failed to make out the case originally set forth in 
the plaint, plaintiff had no right to fall back upon 
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Title — continued, 

a title by prescription. Bhoobun Mohun MunbuI/ 
V, Rash Bbhaebb Paul . 16 W. R., 84 

3. ADMISSION OP PART OP CLAIM. 

86. Suit for vent,— Failure to 
prove jummahundi. — Fornl of decree, — The plaintiff 
sued for rent at R29 a year on a jummabundi, which 
he alleged was signed by all the ryots when he came 
into possession ; the defendant denied that he was a 
party to the jtimmabuudi,-but admitted that he held 
some portiou of the land as tenant of the plaintiff at 
a yearly rent of R5, and that the balance due by him 
to the plaiutiff was R5-15. The plaintiff failed to 
prove the jummabundi. Meld^ the plaintiff must, if 
he accepted the admission of the defendant at all, 
accept it as a whole, and was therefore only entitlet^ 
to a decree for R5-15, and not to a decree for all the 
years for which he chiimed rent at R4-13 per an- 
num. Bonomaleb Chuen Mytee V, Hafizud- 
DEEN . 13 B. L. R., 247, note : 12 W. R., 317 

And jee Lukhbk ' Kanto Dasb Chowhhey v, 

SUMEBEUDDl LUSKEE 

[13 B. L. R., F. B., 243 : 21 W. R., 208 

and Roushan Bibee v, Hueuay Keisto Nath 

[I. L. R., 8 Calc., 926 

87. Dismissal of 
suit on failure to prove it. — Right to decree on 
defendant^ s admission . — Where the plaintiff brought 
a suit for rent for R185, as rent for two years, 
which he alleged w^as payable in produce, and the 
defendants alleged that the rent was only R29 a year, 
aud jjbat tlie plaintiff had sued them on a former 
occasion and obtained a decree at that rate, the 
Judge, ffuding the defendant’s case proved, held that 
as the plaintiff had set up a false claim, he was not 
entitled to a decree, aud dismissed the suit. Held, 
on special appeal, the plaiutiff was entitled to a 
decree for rent at the rate admitted by the defend- 
ant. Kishen Mohun Mookerjeb v. Rajoo Dey 

. [13 B. L. R., 246, note : 19 W. B., 234 

Rookhini Kant Roy v. Shaeikatunissa Bibi 

[13 B. L. R., 246, note : 20 W. R., 64 

Raj Coomae Singh v. Choto Raj Coomae 

Singh . . W, R., 1864, Act X, 12 

Hulodhue Sen v, Seetul Chundbe Bhoomick 

[23 W. B., 85 

88. • Failure to prove 

case. — Right to decree on admission of defendant . — 
Dismissal of suit . — In a suit for rent, based upon 
an alleged settlement, the plaintiff failed to prove 
such settlement. Held that no issue having been 
raised as to what was the fair and i)ropcr value of 
the land, the plaintiff was not entitled to have that 
question determined : his suit must either be decreed 
at the rate admitted hy defendant, or dismissed. 
Lutf Ali Khan v, Eikiea Singh 

\, L. R., 208 
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AND PROOF — continued, 

8. ADMISSION OP PART OP CLAIM-ocm- 
iinued. 

39 , ; Suit for arrears of rent— 

Failure to prove rate, — Decree at admitted rate , — 
In a suit for arrears of rent, where the plaintiff fails 
to prove the rate of rent claimed in the plaint, it is the 
duty of the Court to find the proper rate of rent 

n able by the tenant to his landlord, and not to give 
jcree merely for the rent admitted by the tenant. 
PUNNOO SlNOH V , NiEOHIN SiNOH 

[1. L. B., 7 Calc., 298 : 8 C. L. B., 810 

90. Suit on new 

agreement, — Failure to prove agreement, — Decree 
at admitted rate, — The defendant held lands under 
the plaintiff at a certain rate per bigha. The plain- 
tiff brought a suit for arrears of rent on a new 
agreement alleged to have been entered into by the 
plaintiff and th^ defendant, whereby the latter 
agreed to pay a higher rate per bigha. The lower 
Appellate Court found that the new agreement had 
never, in fact, been entered into, and gave a decree 
for the old rate of rent without going into the ques- 
tion whether it was a fair rent or not. Held that 
the decision was correct. Supdae Keza «. Amzad 
Ali . I. L. B., 7 Calc., 703 : 10 C. L. B., 121 

91. Failure to prove 

rent in kind, — Failure to prove case. — Decree on 
admission of defendant for money rent, — In a suit 
for arrears of reut, as bhowlireut, where the plaintiff 
failed to make out his title to bhowli rent or rent in 
kind, the first Court, finding that the evidence estab- 
lished a commutation of bhowli rent into rent in 
money, dismissed the suit, with a reservation of the 
plaintiff's right to sue again for nagdi rent. The 
lower Appellate Court, agreeing in the first Court's 
view of the facts, and finding that the defendant ad- 
mitted that he owed rent in money, decreed the 
claim to the extent of the admission. Held that the 
lower Appellate Court was right, and that the re- 
servation of right by the first Court was of doubtful 
operation. Bibbbjak v, Bhajul Singh 

[21 W, B.,488 

92. Omission to make alterna- 

tive claim. — Suit for rent, — Beng, Act VI of 
1S62, 8, 10 . — In a suit for rent, where the claim was 
at the rate fixed by the revenue officer acting under 
Bengal Act VI of 1862, section 10, and was dismissed 
on the ground that that officer had not tho power to 
assess such rent as he thought proper, — Held that 
the plaintiff, whose claim was not in the alternative, 
was not entitled to a decree at the rate previously 
paid. Dwaekanath Bosb v, Rim Lochun Bosb 

[23 W. B., 465 

for ejectment. — Entry 
under unregistered lease. — Holding over, — Landlord 
and tenant,^ Broof of terms of lease, — Decree for 
rent ifpo» admission of different tenure hy defend^ 
f** j"” j ® plaintiff sued in 1881 to recover certain 
. land and arrears, of rent from the defendant, alleging 
that the defendant's ancestor entered on the land as 
a tenant in 1865, under a lease foi* five years, which 
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tinned. 

Suit for ejectment— eon6*»aed. 

was not registered. The defendant denied the lease 
of* 1865, admitted that she was the tenant of the 
land, but denied that she could bo ejected, and 
claimed to deduct from the rent certain emolu- 
ments. Held (1) that the plaintiff could not prove 
the tenancy alleged in the plaint, inasmuch as the 
lease of 1865 was not registered, and, therefore, could 
not eject the defendant ; (2) that the plaintiff was 
entitled, upon the defendant's admission, to recover 
from the defendant, in this suit, the amount of rent 
admitted to be due, and no more. Nangali v, 
Raman . . • I. L. B., 7 Mad., 226 


VATAN. 

See Casbs ttndbe Hbebditabt Opfiobs 
Act (Bombay). 

See Sbeviob Tbnueb. 

[I. L. R., 9 Bom., 198 

VATANDABS ACT (BOMBAY ACT III 
OF 1874). 

See Casks under Jueisdiotion of Civis 
C ouET— O fficbs, Right to— 


VENDOR, PETITION BY, TO HAVE 
document BEOISTERED. 

See Reqisibitioji Act, 1877, s. 73 (1871, 

s. 73) , . I. L. 1 AU.. S18 
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6. Conditional Sales 
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16. Setting aside Sales . 

17. Vendor, Rights and Liabilities 
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18. Miscellaneous Cases . 

See Cases undbe Bbnami Tbansaotion; 

See Contract Act, s. 73, 

[15 B. L. R., 276 

See Contract Act, s. 103. 
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VSNPOB AKD FI7RCHASEB--<ionf»m(0d. 
S$e Ebtoppbl— Estoppel bt Conduct. 

[4 B. Ij. R., P. C., 16 
See Limitation Act, 1877, abt. 134 
(1871, ABT. 184). 

[I. Ii. R .9 1 Bom., 269 
See Pabtibs— Addino Pabtikb to Suits 
•— Dbpbndants 

[L Ii. R., 4 Calo., 855 
See Sale in Execution op Decbee — 
Pbbson selling Pbopeety op. which 

HE IS NOT, BUT APTEBWABDS BECOMES, 

OWNBB • . L L. R., 4 Calc., 677 

1. BILLS OP SALE. 

i ESTeot of execution of hill of 

BAle without delivery, — Spedjic pefformanoe . — 
It is very questionable in any case whether the effect 
of the execution of a bill of sale by a Hindu vendoi 
is to pass an estate, irrespective of the actual deli- 
very of possession. Where the vendor sells an estate 
of which he is not in possession, in consideration 
advances to enable him to sue for its recovery, it is 
sot open to the purchaser, after failing to complete 
his part of the contract, to claim specific performance 
and delivery of the recovered estate on tendering the 
balance of the purcliase-money. Peahlau Sen v, 
Budhu Sing. JCalipbasad Tbwabi «. Pbahlad 

[2 B. Ii. R„ P. a, m : 12 W, R„ P. a, 6 

8. C. Pebhlad Sbin V, Budhoo Singh. Kali- 
PEBSHAD TeWABEE V, PeEHLAD SeIN 

[12 Aloore’s 1. A., 275, 282 

2. — = - Suit to compel 

transfer of property. — When a hill of sale, though 
signed and registered, has not been delivered, and no 
part of the purcliase-money has been paid, the 
vendor cannot be compelled to complete the transfer. 
Lalla Indubjebt Lall alias Gujadhub Pebshad 
T. JUMOONA .... 5W. B., 248 

8. Incomplete con- 

tract. — A bill of sale, though duly executed, was not 
delivered to the purchaser, but was deposited with a 
third party, to be held by him until the purchaser 
should perform certain acts, the performance of 
which was the consideration for the sale. The pur- 
chaser subsequently by a trick got possession of the 
hill of sale before he had performed all the acts in 
question. Seld that, under such circumstances, no 
effect could be given to the bill of sale as against the 
vendor, so that a suit for possession of the lauds 
covered by it would not lie. Kaj Chundeb Cnow- 
DHBY V , KAJ Hath Chowdhby 

[W. B., 1864, 222 

4. Vendor under bill of sale 

remaining in Allegation of fraud. 

~^8uit to set aside hill of sale. — When a person 
grants a hill of sale to another person Absolute in its 
terms, he cannot sue to have it set aside on the 
ground that he has all along remained in possession ; 
and if he aUeges fraud in the contract, and adduces 


VENDOR AND PURCHASER-oonftniicd. 

1. BILLS OF SALE— cow^tniwd. 

Vendor under bill of sale remaining in 
poBseSBion — continued, 

the fact of non-payment of the consideration-money 
as evidence of fraud, he will be bound to show proof 
of non-payment. Teeait Mbgbaj Singh e. Joy- 
HUNGUL Singh . . 1 Ind. Jur., N. 8., 78 

5, Bill of sale as construed by 

Intention of parties. — Might of purchaser to sue, 
— Cases will often arise in which, thongh a bill of 
sale may in terms purport to convey the property 
itself, yet it is clear u|X)n the face of the instrument 
that the intention of the parties was to convey tho 
right of entry or the equity of redemption, and no- 
thing more. In such cases tlie Court should not lay 
stress on the mere terms of the instrument, but givo 
effect to the intention* of the parties, and recognise 
thejpurchsaer*8 right of action to eject the trespasser 
or to redeem the mortgage. Bai Subaj v. Halpat- 
BAM Dayabhanbab . I. L. R., 6 Bom.» 880 


2. BREACH OP COVENANT. 

0, Covenant to restore estate 

to original owner or heirs at fixed price 
before aelling to another, — Sale under reser- 
vation to keep in actual possession or re-sell it to 
vendor at fixed price. — Subsequent alienation . — 
Uight of reconveyance.^Where a share in an estate 
bad been sold under a stipulation that the purchaser 
should possess it himself as landlord, or, if desirous 
of parting with it, should restore it to the original 
owner or his heirs at a fixed price js and the pur- 
chaser, having been restrained by this agreement 
from selling off this property to a third person, had, 
on his retirement to England, given other persons a 
farming lease of it for fifteen years, — Reid that as 
the object of the original stipulation was to secure 
the constant possession of the share to some one with 
whom the original owner or his heirs, who still 
retained the residue of the estate, could keep up 
friendly relations, the grant of the farmer’s lease was 
a violation of the covenant ; and that the heirs of 
the original owner were entitled to have the share in 
suit conveyed to them at the stipulated price. Ram- 
NATH Sen Lushbub v. Wise . 25 W. R., 878 

7, — Covenant repugnant to in^ 

terest created. — Contemporaneous “ ikrarna- 
mahy — Condition restraining alienation.-^M., a co- 
sharer in a village, transferred to A., another co- 
sharer, a 2 annas share by deed of sale. Upon the 
same date A, executed an ikrarnamah in which he 
agreed that he would not collect the rents of the 2 
annas transferred to him, that he would not ever de- 
mand partition of that share, and that he would not 
alienate or mortgage it or otherwise exercise proprie* 
tary rights over it. It was further provided that in 
the event of A. committing any breach of covenant 
the sale should be avoided, and the proprietary rights 
*u the 2 annas share should re- vest in M, Reid 
hat tho deed of sale and the ikrarnamah must be re- 
garded as recording one single transaction,— they 
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VENDOR AND FUECHABER— 

2. BREACH OF COVENANT— 

Covenant repugnant to interest created 

— continued, 

must be read together as stating the nature of the 
transaction entered into upon that date between the 
plaintiff and the defendant, which on the face of it 
professed to be a sale of a 2 annas share to the 
other by the former ; and that, in this view, it was 
clear from the ikrarnamah that the proprietary title 
created by the sale*deed was cut down to m7, and 
limitations placed upon it which rendered it useless 
as a proprietary right. Situl Purshad v. LuchnU 
Purshadt I. L, R., 10 Calc,, BO, referred to. Mah- 
BAM Das V, Ajuohia . I. L. R., 8 AIL, 452 

8. BREACH OP WARRANTY. 

8. Suit on warranty.— 

hif purchaser of title being doubtful. — A purchaser, 
aware of the doubtful character of the title to the 
estate ho is about to purchase, is justified in taking a 
guarantee from the seller, who cannot successfully 
plead to a suit on the guarantee that the purchaser 
was aware of the facts which induced him to stipu- 
late therefor. Pathoo Lal o. Radhika Doss 

[S N. 106 

9. Sale of whole title, 

^Failure of title, — Suit for money had and re- 
eeived.^A vendor legally conveying all his title can- 
not be sued for money had and received, although the 
title prove defective. Accordingly, where the plain- 
tiff bought two kauam claims, and sued upon them 
unsuccessfully, — Held that he could not recover the 
purchase-money from his vendor’s representatives, on 
the ground that the consideration for the payment 
had failed. Muhammad Mohidin v. Ottayil 
Ummaohe 1 Mad., 390 

10. Implied warranty.— TTar- 

ranty of title by vendor or mortgagor. — Right to 
sue for damages, — A seller or mortgagor must always 
be held impliedly to warrant the title of the property 
sold or mortgaged ; and if it be found that the title 
is defective, the vendee or the mortgagee can sue for 
damages or loss on the breach of implied contract, 
although there may be no express agreement for 
title. Dwabka Dabs v. Ruttun Singh 

[2 Agra, 199 

11. — Description pub- 

lished in advertieement,-— Warranty of title. — Mis- 
representation. — Ftastd, Proof of. — A zemindar (A.) 
gave certain villages in* putni to H. and received 
consideration-money and rent from him, but H. never 
got possession of them, nor derived any benefit from 
the putni, it having been found that the villages 
belonged to a third party as lakhirajdar, who obtain- 
ed a decree against A. in a suit to which H. was made 
a party. A. had published an advertisement setting 
forth a description of the property, and calling upon 
intending purchasers to come forward. Held that 
the ^vertisement published by A. setting forth a 
description of the villages was substantially an im- 
plied warranty of title and would make him respon- 
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VENDOR AND FHROHASER— 

8. BREACH OP WARRANTY— 

Implied warranty— 

sible to purchasers deceived by such misrepresenta- 
tion ; and fraud having been shown, the absence of a 
stipulation to refund would not protect A. from re- 
funding. Held that, in cases like this, it would be a 
sufficient proof of fraud to show that the fact (of 
ownership) as represented was false, and that the 
person making the representation had a knowledge of 
the fact contrary to it. Nilmoneb Singh e. Gob- 
don, Stuabt, & Co. . . . 9 W R., 371 

See Khblut Chundbb Ohosb v. Ebisto Gobind 

Dbb « • . . • 18 W ■ R., 276 

12. Right to sue on warranty 

of title. — Right to refund of consideration. — A buyer 
may at once sue on a warranty of title if he can 
show that the seller has not a good title in accord- 
ance with his undertaking, and that he has sustained 
loss in consequence. Semble, — It does not follow as 
a matter of course that on proof of breach of warranty 
the buyer is entitled to receive back the whole of the 
consideration-money, or that on its being ascertained 
that the seller had no title the conditional sale is 
nullified. Saybf Am s. Mahombd Jowad Ali 

[7 W. R., 196 

13. Covenant against disturb- 

ance of possession.— Xotff of property by third 
person enforcing right of pre-emption. — Disqualifica- 
tion of purchaser from buying.— -Covenant for good 
title to convey. — Construction of covenant. — An in- 
strument of sale contained the following condition : 
“ Should any person claim as a co-sharer or proprie- 
tor of the property, and assert his claim against the 
purchaser or raise any dispute of any kind, or if from 
any unforeseen cause the purchaser be deprived of the 
possession of the property or any portion thereof, or 
his possession thereof is disturbed in any way, then I 
(vendor), my hftirs and assigns, shall be liable for the 
purchase-money, the profits of the property, and costs 
of litigation.” The purchaser having lost the property 
by reason of a person having a right of pre-emption 
having sued him to enforce such right and obtained 
a decree, sued the vendor to recover the costs incur- 
red by him in defending such suit, basing his claim 
upon the condition set forth above. H^d that the 
suit was not maintainable, as such condition referred 
to flaws or defects in the vendor^s title, and was not 
applicable to a loss accruing to the purchaser from 
his disqualification to buy. Golam Jilani v. Im- 
DAD Husain , • , I. L. R., 4 AIL, 367 

4. CAVEAT EMPTOR. . 

14 . Right of purchaser.— TTtff*- 

raniy of title. — Hindu law. — Contract. — Sale of land 
in Bombay.— In England the law gives to the pur- 
chaser of land a right to have a good title to it shown 
by the vendor. No such rule appears to exist in the 
Hindu law and in contracts between Hindus for the 
purchase and sale of land in Bombay the intention of 
the parties must be ascertained from, the terms of 

9 kS 
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4. CAVEAT EMFTOR— oon^tntffd. 

Bight of purchaser— coM^iwed. 

agreeiaent, without regard to any implication. 
DSYSI GHBItA V. JlTASAJ MUKTJUDAS 

[2 Bom., 480 : 2xid Ed., 406 

Conditions of 

9ai$, — JJefeoi in title previous to title shown hy 
vendor. When it is provided by conditions of sale of 
li^d tlmt the vendor shall not he bound to show any 
title prior to an instrument of a certain date, the pur. 
chaser may insist upon a defect of title appearing 
nliunde and before that date, and if it be proved to 
exist may rescind the contract and recover back 
earnest-money, interest, and expenses. Manohabji 
P fiBTAirjl o. NAftAYAir XiASSHUMAKJI 

[1 Bom., 77 

16. Iiand sold without warran- 

ty.— PwrcAawr with invalid title.— Liability of 
vendor,— In the absence of fraud or express warranty 
title in a sale of land, the vendee cannot recover 
from the vendor the expenses incurred in defending 
a suit for possession brought against him by a third 
party having a better title. Nebimonbb Singh Deo 
V. Gobdon, Stuabt, & Co. 

[1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 866 : 6 W. B., 162 


. Ijiabilty of purchaser. — In- 
_ j as to title.— Eviction after purchase,— Viy the 
rule of caveat emptor, the buyer is bound by law to 
take care of himself and to see that he buys after 
satisfying himself that there is a good title. The 
purchaser is bound to look not only to his own title, 
but to see that he is properly indemnified by the 
covenants in his deed of purchase j and if he does not 
choose to protect himself in this manner, he has no 
remedy r for if a deed of purchase has been once 
executed, unless there is an evection by the vendor or 
some person claiming under him, the purchaser has 
no light of action against the vendor. Goub Ki- 
BHOBB ShAHA V. CHUNDBB KiSHCmB DUTT MO- 

JOOMDAB . . . . . . 26W.B.,45 


^ ^ sbarcB deposited 

Witn oauK for advance.— i)eprecia<w» of «e. 

Qwriiy, — Objection to disclose position of shares, 

Where a contract has been made for the sale of shares 
deposited with a bank as security for an advance, the 
vendor is not bound to disclose the fact to the pur- 
chaser wheu there can be no reason to anticipate such 
a depreciation of value in the shares as would entitle 
the bank to refuse to transfer. Nabayan Sucoabam 
V . Bhawoo Dajbb . 1 Ind. Jur., N. 8., 164 


16. Fraudulent concealment by 

vendor of defect of title.— in sale-deed as 
covenant for title of purchaser. — Eight to damages,— 
In 1881 a Hindu executed a sale-deed of a bouse in 
the mofussU. The deed contained no covenant for 
title. The purchaser having been ejected from a 
portion of the house under a decree, of which the 
vendor was aware at the time of the sale, sued the 
vendor for damages. The Munsif decreed the claim 
on the ground that the vendor had fraudulently con- 
cealed the existence of the decree. On ^peal the 


VENDOR AND PDBCHASBB— 

4. CAVEAT EMPTOR — continued. 

Fraudulent concealment by vendor of 
defect of title— oon^iawerf. 

District Judge reversed this decree, holding that as the 
purchaser had not insisted on a covenant for title, 
he must be held to have accepted all risks. Held 
that, if there had been fraudulent concealment as 
alleged, the purchaser was entitled to damages. Gaja- 
PATHI u. Alagia . . I. Ii. B., 8 Mad., 89 

6. COMPLETION OP TRANSFER. 

20. Oral transfer.— ITinda vendor 

and purchaser. may pass by mere parol between 
Hindu vendor and purchaser. Moubsu Chundeb 
Chattbbjbb V. Ibsvb Chvndbb Chattbbjeb 

[1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 266 

21. Want of registration.— 

complete without payment of purchase-money on 

registration of deed. — A sale might be complete, 
and it still might be a condition of the contract that 
the purchase-money was to be paid afterwards, and 
the deed in^vidence of the contract may not be com- 
pleted. The bare fact of the deed not being regis- 
tered would not annul a sale if, by mutual agreement, 
a sale had already been made. Kalbb Chu bn Gibbb 
Gossain V . Lalia. Mcddvn Kishobb 

[7W. B.,S17 

22. Transfer of ownership of 

property. — Decree for specific performance of con- 
tract of sale, — Conveyance.— In the mofussil of the 
Bombay Presidency, the transfer of the ownership of 
immoveable property to a vendee who has obtained a 
decree ordering the specific performance of tho con- 
tract of sale to himself, does not wait for the execu- 
tion of a conveyance, — even if the vendor is required, 
as he seldom is, to execute such a conveyance, — but is 
effected by the passing of the decree itself, coupled 
with the payment of the purchase-money. Dhondiba 
Kbibhnaji Paxbl V . Ramohundba Buagwat 

[!• li. B., 5 Bom., 564 

23. ■ ■ — — Possession given 

in execution of decree. — The formal possession given 
by a Civil Court under an execution operates, in point 
of law and fact, as between the parties, as a complete 
transfer of possession fropi one party to the other. 

Kobb V , PUBGTJN Roy 

[I.L. B., 

24. Execution and 
registration of oonveyanoe, — Failure to pay purchase- 
money and return of oonveyanoe. — D. sold a house to 
P. and executed a deed of conveyance which was duly 
registered. The purchase-money, however, was never 
paid by P., who, consequently, never obtained posses- 
sion. Shortly after the conveyance had been regis- 
tered, P. returned it to D. with an endorsement 
thereon to the effect that it was returned because P, 
was unable to pay the purcliase-monoy. The right, 
title, and interest of P. in the house was subsequently 
attached and sold under a decree obtained against him 
by the plaintiff. The plaintiff became the purchaser. 
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6. COMPLETION OF TRANSFER— 

. Transfer of ownership of property— cos- 
tinued, 

and sued 2>. for possession. The lower Courts threw 
out the claim, on the ground that the property had not 
passed to P., the sale to him being incomplete. Held, 
the sale of the house by 2). to P. was not incomplete, 
llie deed purported to make an immediate transfer 
of the ownership of the house to P., and P. accord- 
ingly became the owner of the house. The endorse- 
ment on the conveyance, not having been registered, 
could not affect the property. The plaintiff, there- 
fore, as purchaser of the right, title, and interest of P., 
became legal owner of the house^ but subject to Srll P.’s 
liabilities ; and as JD. had a lien upon the house for 
the amount of the unpaid purchase^money^ the plain- 
tiff could not obtain possession without paying off 
this charge. Uhedmal Motieam v . Davu bin 
Dhondiba . . . I. Ij. 2 Bom., 547 

26. Execution of 

dee I of sale.— -Failure of purchaser to perform 
preliminaries to possession. — The vendor of certain 
immoveable property agreed to s^ll such property, and 
the purchaser agreed to purchase it on the understand- 
ing that the purchaser should retain a part of the 
purchase-money, and therewith discharge certain 
bond-debts due by the vendor, for the payment of 
which such property was hypothecated in the bonds. 
On such understanding the vendor executed a convey- 
ance of such property to the purchaser. Held, in a 
suit by the purchaser for the possession of such 
property in virtue of such conveyance, that, the 
purchaser not having paid such bond-debts or done 
anything to account for sUch part of the purchase- 
money according to such understanding, the contract 
of sale had not been completed, and the suit was 
therefore not maintainable. Ikbal BbgasI u. 
Gobinb Pbasad , . I. Ij. B.* 3 All., 77 

20. Default in completing con- 

tract of sale. — Partial peffotmanoe. — In suits 
arising out of the default on both sides to complete a 
contract for the purchase and sale of land in the 
mofussil, the Court should proceed as a Court of 
Equity, and should look to the acts and conduct of 
the parties subsequent to the making of the contract 
as well as the language of the contract itself ; and 
where the contract his been partially performed and 
the purchaser put into possession of a portion of the 
land and allowed by the vendor so to continue long 
after the period fixed for completion of the contract 
has elapsed, further time should be given by the 
Court for the performance of the contract in specie. 
(Tuokeb, J., dissentients.) Bala talab Sankia 
u. Gabaji BaIiVant Kitlkabni 

[2 Bom., 175 : 2nd Ed., 168 

Conditional contaraet ** sub- 

^PP^Oval of title by purchaBer’a 
12escimo». — Eegisiration Act {III 
of ^o77), s, 17, cl. (6).— An agreement for the pur- 
.ctose and sale of certain immoveable property pro- 
dded tlmt the completion of the contract should be 

subject to the approval of the purebaser’e soli* 


Aim rTTBCHA8EB-0O«««MiI. 

6. COMPLETION OP TRANSFER— 
conditional oontraot “ subject to appro- 
val of title by purobaser’s solicitors 

, — continued, 

citors ” (naming them), and that if they should not 
approve of the title, the vendor should refund the 
earnest-money and pay all costs incurred by the pur- 
chaser in investigating the title. I'he purchaser’s 
solicitors disapproved of the title, and the purchaser 
rescinded the contract. The agreement was not re- 
gistered. Held in a suit to recover the amount of 
the earnest-money and costs, that, assuming the 
objections to be re^onable, the purchaser was en- 
titled to rescind the contract. Held, further, that 
the agreement did not require registration* Sees* 
GOPAL Mblliok u. Ram Chuen Nuskbe 

[I. Ii. B*, 8 Calc, 856 : 12 C. L. B., 125 

6. CONDITIOI^AL SALES. 

28. Band sdld on condition 
of re-purChasC. — Absolute sale. — Where land was 
sold on a condition of re-purchase, and no time was 
mentioned in the instrument of sale, — Held that the 
sale had not become absolute, and that the plaintiff, 
having bought the original veUdor's rights^ i^as en- 
titled toj maintain a suit for tecovei^ of the land. 
GOBtT^AMy AltAN 0 . SWaiiinadha Aivan 

[2 Mad., 460 

29. Deed of conditional sale.— 

Peng. Reg. XV of 1793 . — Beng. Reg, XVII of 
1806. — Usufruct— k deed of sale executed^ in 1201 
(1794) was subject to the condition that if the 
vendors^ ‘‘from the year 1202 to the year 3203, 
should repay the whole of the consideration-money, 
they should receive back the deed of sale, which 
shall then become null and void ; and if within the 
said period they fail to pay the said consideration- 
money, this conditional sale shall become absolute, 
and be considered irrevocable.” Held that Regula- 
tion XV of 1793 did not operate to prevent the 
assignment becoming absolute after the expiration of 
the time limited for repayment of the consideration, 
and that Regulation XVII of 1806 had not a re- 
trospective effect, and therefore did not apply ; and 
that even if the entire amount of the purchase-money 
Were satisfied out of the proceeds of estate before 
the time for the conditional sale becoming absolute, 
the vendees would acquire a perfect title. Buldeo 
Singe v , DETTEStTN Singe . . Marsli., 632 

80. • - Purchaser under condition^ 

al sale. — Incumbrances. — A purchaser under a coA 
ditional sale takes the pro^rty with all bond fide in- . 
cumbrances created by his vendor previous to the 
sale. Badha Mohbn Deb e. Nbnd Lal Dbt 

[7 W. B., 863 

7. CONSIDERATION. 

3L Validity of contract of sale. 

— Agreement without consideration. — Right to sell 
afterwards to another * — A mere agreement to sell 
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7. CONSIDBRATION-^oi*«iMrtfdf. 

Validity of contract of Bale--continued, 

a certain property^ without any consideration pass- 
ing, cannot bar the right of the vendor on the same 
day to sell a portion of the property to a third party, 
or invalidate the third party's purchase. Bhyitn- 
STTBEB Dabeb «. Tabibeb Chubn Chuokbbbuttt 

[7 W. B., 88 

82. Non-payment qf. 

pnrohase~money,----lnienttOH to pass subject qf sale. 
— Nailure to pay consideration^ Effect of* — Although 
ordinarily, in a transaction of sale, it may be reason- 
able to suppose that the* seller docs not intend to pass 
the property to the purchaser until the purchase- 
money has b^n paid or secured, it is not an absolute 
rale of law that the non-receipt of the consideration- 
money in full entitles a vendor to make void a sale 
which is otherwise complete. Mohitn Singh o. 
Shib Eoonwbb . . . . 1 Agra, 85 

Hbeba Singh v. Bagho Nath Suhai. Bhttbth 
Singh v. Bagho Nath Suhai • 8 Agra, 80 

88. Intention of 

parities. — Failure to pay consideration. Effect of 
after execution and delivery of deed. — llie intention 
of the parties from their acts should be ascer- 
tained ; and when a deed is executed and delivered to 
the purchaser, a subsequent default by the purchaser 
in the due payment of the purchase-money would 
not, in the absence of fraud, make void the sale, or 
give any other right to the vendor than a right to sue 
for the «ioney. Further, if it be proved that the 
vendor intended to retain possession until full pay- 
ment, the Court may ^ss a decree establishing the 
purcWer's right subject to execution or payment 
of consideration. Mohun Singh o. Shib Eoonwbb 

[1 Agra, 85 

84. Flea of valuable considera- 
tion. — Allegation of seisin of vendor and sale of 
absolute title. — A pleading setting up as a defence a 
purchase for valuable consideration should aver the 
seisin of the vendor and the sale of his absolute title 
for good consideration. Badanath Das u. Elliot 

[0 B. L. B., F. C., 530 

S. C. Badhanath Dobs v. Gisbobne & Co. 

[15 W. B., P. C., 24 : 14 Moore’s 1. A., 1 

85. Failure of consideration.^ 
Eonus paid for talooJc not in existence. — Eight to 
refund of bonus. — When a bonus is paid for a putni 
talook not in existence, there is an entire failure of 
consideration, and the person paying the bonus is 
entitled to a refund of it. The principle of caveat 
emp^or does not apply to such a case. Ebisto Lall 
Hoitbo V. Nobbo Coomab Boy . 5 W. B., 232 

86. Frdof of payment of con- 

sideration. — Non-payment of consideration-money. 
— Burden of proof. — In a suit for possession of land 
alleged to have been purchased under a registered 
deed of sale, the defendant-vendor admitted the exe- 
cution and registration of the deed, but denied 
receipt of consideration. The deed was dated in 


VEEDOB AND FTTBOHASER-eos^^ssed- 
7. CONSIDERATION— eon^ifised. 

Proof of payment of consideratlou— das- 

tinned. 

January 1876, and the suit was instituted in 1884. 
It was found tbat the vendor had been in possession 
during the whole of that period. The plaintiff pro- 
duced no evidence in proof of the pa;jfment of con- 
sideration. Held that, although under ordinary cir- 
cumstances the party to a d^ duly executed and 
registered who alleges non-payment of consideration 
is bound to prove his 'allegation, the fact that the 
plaintiff and his predecessor had silently submitted 
to the withholding of possession for upwards of 
eight years, combined with the continuous possession 
of the vendor, favoured the allegation of the latter 
that possession had been withheld because of the 
non-payment of consideration, and raised such a 
counter-presumption as to make it incumbent on the 
plaintiff to give evidence that consideration had in 
fact passed. Meld, therefore, that in the absence of 
such evidence, and of evidence to explain the fact of 
the plaintiff being out of possession, the suit failed. 
Achobanlil Euabi r. Mahabib Pbasad 

[1. L. B., 8 AlU 641 

37. Fart payment of considera- 

tion. — Eight to sue for possession. — Reid that non- 
payment of the consideration-money can be pleaded 
by the seller, and inquired into by the Court, the 
admission of the seller at the time of registration 
before the Begistrar being no conclusive proof of 
payment of the consideration-money, with reference 
to the practice which obtains of preparing the sale- 
deed and registering it before payment. Under the 
ordinary rule of law, a purchaser has a right to sue 
for possession when a portion of the consideration- 
money has been paid, unless the contrary be shown 
to be the intention of the parties, and the seller has 
a right to sue for the balance of price. Goob Pbb- 
BHAD V. Nunla Singh . • 1 Agra, 160 

88. — Bight to reftind of earnest- 

money. — Agreement for sale of ship. — Failure of 
consideration. — Plaintiff and defendants entered into 
an agreement for the sale by the defendants, who 
were thereby stated to be the absolute owners of a 
certain ship, to the plaintiff of the said ship. The 
defendants agreed with the plaintiff that they would, 
immediately upon payment of the purchase-money, 
execute to the plaintiff and another a proper bill of 
sale of the ship. The defendants were unable to get 
a properly registered bill of sale of the ship m^e 
out, owing to infirmity of their own title, but were 
willing, so far as they could, to convey. The plain- 
tiff had made part payment in respect of the price 
of the ship. Reid that the consideration had failed, 
and that the plaintiff was entitled to a refund of the 
money paid by him in part payment, and of sums 
disbursed by him under the agreement on account of 
the expenses of the ship. Jassim Binsabf v. Esau 
Ahmbl . . .2 Ind. Jur., N. 8., 18 

89. Valuable consideration^ 

Question of. — Assignment of chose in action. — The 
queBtion whether an assignment of any equity of 
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7. CONSIDERATION— 

Valuable oojisideration. Question of— com- 
tinued, 

redemption admitted by the assignor was made for 
a valuable consideration or not, is no material in 
determining the rights of the assignee against a 
party who holds adversely to the assignor. E a chit 
Bayaji V, Kaohoba Vithoba . 10 Bohl, 491 

8. FRAUD. 

40 ^ Evidence of fraud.--7»- 

^uacy of purchaxe-money. — In considering a case 
of alleged fraud in the purchase of an estate, it is 
material to inquire what relation the purchase-money 
paid bore to the value of the estate. Sbbbmxjn- 
OHTJNDBB DET V. GOPAUL ChUNDBB ChITCKBBBUTTY 

[7 W. R., P. C., 10 : U Moore’s I. A., 28 

41. Notice of facts 
implying bad title. — Mala Jides, — Questions of^ bona 
fides. — Notice of fact from which the infirmity of 
the vendor^s title might be inferred is evidence of 
malajides^ but is not itself mala fides^ and the 
question of bond fide purchase is one of fact. Sitha 
Ummal 0 . Rttncasami Iyenoab • 5 Mad., 385 

42. Effect of fraud.— ob- 

tained by fraud.-^Uight of vendor. — Where goods 
have been obtained by means of a fraudulent pur- 
chase, the vendor has a right to disaffirm the contract 
so as to rc-vest the property in himself, and this even 
if the property had passed to the vendee with the 
consent of the vendor. Where a vendee purchased 
cotton, with the preconceived design of not paying 
for it, the sale did not pass the property : although 
the cotton may have been, with the vendor’s consent, 
allowed to be placed on the vendee’s boat, still the 
vendee must be considered as the agent of the vendor, 
and his possession as that of the vendor, and the 
cotton as still the property of the vendor, as long as 
the price was not paid. Dubsun Lall Pandey o. 
Inbub Chfnbeb . . . . 6 W. B., 81 

9. INVALID SALES. 

43. Fraudulent concealment,— 

Knowledge of defect in title, or of incumbrance . — 
Where a vendor knowing that he had no right or 
title to property, or being cognisant of the existence 
of incumbrances, or of latent defects materially 
lowering it in value, sold it and neglected to disclose 
such defects to the purchaser, — Held that there was 
a fraudulent concealment vitiating the contract. 
Pbabbb Mohun Soob v. Abdool Sobhan Chow- 
I>HBY 7 W. R., 268 

44. — Misrepresentation. — Kight 

to recover purchase-money, — Wilful misrepresent- 
ation by a vendor regarding property sold, practised 
in a matter within his knowledge, and concerning 
which the purchaser had no adequate means of know- 
ledge, held to vitiate a sale, and to entitle the pur- 
chsser to recover the purchase-money actually paid 
by him. Mahombd Shabb Khan «. Bahoo Beoum 

[1 ISr. W., Part II, p. 26 : Ed. 1873, 84 


VENDOR AND PURCHASER— 

9. INVALID SALES— oos/msad. 

45 , Undue influence.— JVdiwttffy 

relationship. — Attorney and client,— -Onus prohandi, 
— ^A contract of sale or conve^^nce entered into by 
any one with a person who stands relatively to 

in a position of confidence or trust, is liable to be 
called in question by the vendor, and to be set aside 
at his instance, if it be found that the other party 
made an unfair use of his advantages. This rule of 
equity applies strongly in a case where any person, 
acting as an attorney, or as a legal adviser, enters 
into a contract with his client in respect of the sub- 
ject of litigation or advice. Undue influence is pre- 
sumed to have been exerted until the contrary is 
proved, and the purchaser is bound to show that all 
the terms and conditions of the contract are fair, 
adequate, and reasonable. PusHONa V, MxTkia 
Halwani 

[1 B. D. R., A. C., 95:10 W. B., 128 

46. Fiduciary rela- 
tionship, — Trustee and cestui que trust, — J. and M, 
were named executors of the will of H., who died in 
1844. M. alone proved the will, but J. did not re- 
nounce probate until nine years after the death of 
H, and the commencement of litigation. The only 
act as an executor of H. proved against J. was that, 
in a deed executed by him for the conveyance of the 
share of H, in a certain estate in which J, was also 
interested in' another capacity, he was described as 
executor of H,, and the deed recited that probate had 
been granted to him. Held that he was by this 
reason, as well as on the ground of having an unfair 
advantage in respect of certain property in litigation, 
precluded from purchasing the interest of H*s sons 
under a decree. Dhonbnbbo Cbttnbbb Mooebbjbb 
V, Mftty Loll Mookbbjbb. Sbebmanchundee 
Mooebbjeb V, Mhttyloll Mookbbjbb . Cor., 67 

47, Purchase by agent or other 
person on fiduciary position.— re- 
lationship* — Onus probandi. — Consideration, — An 
agent or person in a fiduciary position towards the 
owner of property purchased by him, is hound to 
prove that the sale was made for good and sufficient 
consideration, and must not only prove that the 
agent had authority to sell, and that the considera- 
tion alleged was in fact paid, but also that the consi- 
deration paid was a fair price for the property. If 
the purchase he made by a stranger, such a purchaser 
need not show that the consideration paid by him is 
a consideration equal to the value of the property ; ife 
will he sufficient for the purchaser to show that the 
sale was made by a person who had authority from 
the owner to sell ; and, unless the seller can establish 
a fraudulent connivance between the agent employed 
to sell and the purchaser, the sale will be binding on 
the seller on proof of authority of the agent to sell. 
Rhtta Bbbeb V. Dumbbb Lal . 2 N. W., 153 

48. Deed of sale executed by 
man of weak intellect. — Ground for setting 
aside sale by Court of Equity, — A Court of Equity 
will not sot aside the voluntary deed of a weak man 
who is not absolutely non compos, unless the weak- 
ness as well as the facts surrounding the transaction 
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9. IKYALID sales— 

Deed of sale executed by man of weak 
luteUeot — continued, 

and tbe nature of the transfustion itself, be such as 
to satisfy the Court that the person had not at the 
time a mind adequate to the business, and that ho 
might have been imposed upon, or unless the Court 
is not satisfied of the good faith of all the parties to 
the transaction. RajSndbe Chukdbr Nbwgbe o. 
Bhoobun Kalbb Dbbba . . W. R., 1864, 65 

49 , Sale by old and illiterate 

woman without professional advice. — Fraud. 
— Undue influence, — Inadequate consideration . — 
Terms on which deed will be set aside, — Purchase- 
moneif declared a charge, — Funeral expenses of 
Hindu widow declared a charge, — Fo allowance for 
repairs and improvements,-^ C, was the widow of 
one £., deceased, and from the death of R. until 
her own death remained in occupation of a house and 
chawl which had belonged to him. D. was a sister 
of C.*s, and, shortly after R,*s death, D, and her son 
J?., the first and second defendants, went to live with 
C. on the said property, and lived with C, and were 
her only companions until C.^s death. While so 
living with C., D. and B. advanced to C. at various 
times, on joint account, various sums of money, 
amounting to 113,600, for purposes such as would 
have justified C. in pledging the property of her late 
husband to secure the repayment of the same. C. 
became very ill, and D. and JB., fearing she might 
be going to die, requested her to take some steps to 
secure to them the repayment of the sums they had 
advanced to her, C, thereupon offered to give i). 
and B. an absolute deed of sale of the said house 
and chawl in consideration of the said sum of H3,500 
already advanced to her, and of an additional sum 
of 11500 then to be paid to her to defray her funeral 
expenses and the costs of the said conveyance. D. 
and B. consented, and called in their solicitor to take 
C.'s instructions and draw up the deed in question, 
which he accordingly did ; and within three days of 
the said agreement the deed was executed. At that 
time C. was very ill, and twelve days after the exe- 
cution of the deed C. died. C, was an illiterate 
woman, over sixty years of age, and had in this 
matter no independent professional or other advice, 
llie additional sum of 11600 agreed to be paid to Cl 
was never so paid to her, but after her death B. 
and her son expended moneys in and about her 
funeral ceremonies, amounting, as they alleged, to 
upwards of fi400. The property in question so 
pledged to them for 114,000 was worth at least 
1L54200. The plaintiff, one of the heirs of R.^ sued 
to set the deed aside and for possession of the said 
property. Held that the deed of sale must he set 
aside as obtained under circumstances which amount- 
ed to fraud. Held^ also, that the advances, amount- 
ing to R3,600, made to C. by D. and her son B,, 
being made for purposes for which C. would have 
been justified in ple^ng the said property, the deed 
of sale should be set aside only on the terms that the 
property in question should stand charged with the 
repayment of the sums so advanced. Beld, also, that 
the property must stand charged with the repayment 
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9. INVALID SALES-oon^intted. 

8 al 0 by old and illiterate woman with- 
out professional advioe— 

to D. and B, of such a sum as, having regard to her 
position and station in life, should be found to be a 
reasonable sum for the funeral expenses of C. After 
C*s death, D. and B. remained in possession of tho 
said property under the deed of sale, and expended 
considerable sums of money in and about repairs and 
improvements to tho same ; and they now claimed 
that, if the sale was to be set aside, the sums so ex- 
pended should be repaid to them. Held that no al- 
lowance could be made to D, and B, for sums so 
expended by them, such sums having been expended 
at a time when D. and B, must be taken to have 
known that they were fraudulently in possession of 
the property in question. Sadashiy Bhaskab Josbi 
V, Dhaeubai . . 1. Xi. R., 5 Bom., 460 

50. Inadequacy of considera- 

tion. — Actual or constructive fraud,— Cancelment 
of sale, — Sales by expectant heirs of reversionary 
interests. — In the case of a sale by a person, young 
indeed and in distressed circumstances, but not with- 
out advice or means of information, of an estate ac- 
tually vested in him, but not to be obtained without 
litigation, the party seeking to set aside the sale must 
establish the fraud, actual or constructive, which 
entitles him to relieL It is not sufficient for him to 
show that he did not receive the full value of the 
estate to which the result of the litigation might 
ultimately show him to be entitled. The difference 
between that value and the purchase-money, if not 
too disproportionate, may be legitimately taken to 
represent the difference between certainty and im- 
mediate enjoyment on the one hand, and risk, worry, 
expense, and delay on the other. Tho exceptional 
equitable principles which, in a sale by an expectant 
heir of a reversionary interest, throw upon the pur- 
chaser the onus of showing that he gave a fair price, 
and which, on failure of such proof, entitles the ex- 
pectant heir to have the sale set aside, have no ap- 
plication in the above case, or in that of every 
ignorant and improvident person. Azimudik Khan 
V. ZiA-UL-NiBSA • . L Xi. R., 6 Bom., 809 

51. Omission to register.— Fraud. 

— Registration Act, XVI of 1864, s. 18. — Where the 
8ale*deed was executed, and consideration paid, but tho 
deed was not registered within four months, owing 
to the seller’s frnnd,— Held that such fraudulent 
vendor could not benefit himself by pleading the pro- 
vision of law (section 18, Act XVI of 1864) as a bar 
to the purchaser’s claim. PUBOAS Bai v. J OGGUir 
SuTGH .... 2 Agra, Ft. II, 201 

52. Alienation to defeat execu- 
tion of decree. — Rights of creditor without speoifle 
Hen against purchaser. — Fraud, — On the 3rd Octo- 
ber 1865 the plaintiff filed a suit against D. to re- 
cover certain lands and money. While the suit was 
pending, — viz., on the 13th October 1866,— D. mort- 
gaged part of his immoveable property to defendant 
R., and on 2Ist August 1871 executed a deed of sale 
to defendant R, of all the immoveable property of 
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9. INVALID SALES— 

Alienation to defeat execution of decree 

— continued^ 

which he (D.) was then possessed, for the price of 
B4,000. On 30th April 1872 the plaintiff obtained 
a decree against 2>., and in execution thereof attach- 
ed certain immoveable property other than the land 
mentioned in the decree. The defendant R, applied 
under section 246 of the Civil Procedure Code (Act 
VIII of 1869), and on the 21st August 1873 procured 
the removal of the attachment, whereupon the plain- 
tiff brought the present suit to set aside the order of 
21st August 1873, and to obtain a declaration that 
the attached property belonged to D. and was liable 
in execution. Held that inasmuch as neither the 
decree of the 30th April 1872, nor the plaint on which 
it was* founded, established or sought to establish 
any claim against a specific lien upon the immoveable 
property, the subject of the present suit, it was 
perfectly competent for D., at any time previously to 
an attachment of the property, to alienate it, and 
the question for decision as to that property was 
whether D. had alienated it or not. If the deed of 
sale by wliich D. conveyed the property on the 21st 
August 1871 were merely colourable, and the change 
of ownership ostensible only and not real, — *.e., if it 
was the intention of the parties that the alienee 
should be merely a trustee for 2). to shield the pro- 
perty from execution, and that Z). should continue to 
be the beneficial owner of it, — there would not be any 
alienation, and the deed of sale would be void as 
against an attaching creditor of D. If, on the other 
hand, the sale were a real transaction, — i.e., if it was 
the intention of the parties that the full ownership 
should pass from the vendor to the vendee, — then the 
sale would be valid, even though it might have been 
in the contemplation of the parties that future 
attempts to attach the property by a creditor of the 
vendor (not having any specific lien on the property) 
should be defeated by the sale. Until attaeWent 
the creditor has no right to interfere with the power 
of his debtor to deal with his property. Bajak 
Habji p. Abdbshib Hobhttsji 

[I. B., 4 Bom., 70 

Sakhabam Mahipat p. Dawud valad Jawa- 
BHAi • . I. L. B., 4 Bom., 76, note 

BaLYAKTBAT «. JiVANJI HOEMASJI 

[I. Ij. R., 4 Bom., 77 

63. Sale to two sacoessive pur- 

Chasers. — Non-payment of purchate^money, — Right 
of first and secor^ purchasers, — The proprietor 
of certain immoveable property conveyed it first to 
one person and then to another. The first purchaser 
sued the vendor and the second purchaser for the 
possession of the property, alleging that he had been 
put in possession of it, but had been ousted by the 
second purchaser. Held that the first sale was not 
void by reason of the non-payment of the purchase- 
money, and that the second sale being invalid as 
having been made by a person who had no rights and 
interests remaining in the property, the second pur- 
chaser was not a representative of the vendor and 
entitled to receive the purchase-money found to be 
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still due to him from the first purchaser, and to 
retain possession of the property until the receipt of 
that purchase-money. Bam Lakhan Hii e. Bakdax 
Bai .... I. L. B., 2 AIL, 7U 

54 . Sale of property not belong- 

ing to vendor. — Loss sustained by purchaser on 
being dispossessed, — Where a party sells property to 
others, and it afterwards appears that he had not the 
right to do so, and the purchasers are in consequence 
dispossessed, the loss ought to fall on the vendor, and 
not on the vendees who put faith in his act of sell- 
ing. Amanoollah V, Mahomed Nasib 

[22 W. B., 442 

55. Deed of sale set aside as 
being fraudulent and void. — Right of pur- 
chaser to compensation for improvements, — A party 
in possession under a deed of sale conveying real 
estate, the property of a defendant in a pending 
suit, lield not entitled to any allowance for sums 
expended by him for improvement upon the estate, 
when the deed was found to be fraudulent and void 
as against the creditors of the vendor, and to have 
been executed to defeat a sequestration. Musadbb 
Mahomed Cazijm Shebazbb v. Ally Mahomed 


Shoostby 

. . 6 Moore’s I. A., 27 


10. LIEN. 

56. 

Creation of lien.— TYfZe. — 


Notice of charge ^'’^English law as to right of bond 
fide purchaser for value without notice, — By contract 
and deposit of title-deeds B, charged certain land in 
favour of A. as a security in respect of the non- 
delivery of the title-deeds of an estate bought by A, 
from him. After the creation of this charge the land 
was transferred by B. to C, The Sudder Court hav- 
ing decided that the contract was not operative as an 
hypothecation or pledge, even between the parties to 
it, and that A, had no right of suit against (7., to 
whom the land had been transferred, — Held by the 
Privy Council, reversing that decision, that the agree- 
ment created a lien on the land, and that no positive 
law was shown to forbid the giving effect to such 
agreement. The owner of property subject to a lien 
or charge can in general convey to another no title 
higher or more free than his own ; it lies always on 
B succeeding owner to make out a case to defend 
such prior charge. The law in India does not enable 
a purchaser of land to look only to the apparent title 
in the Collector's books, or the presumed title of the 
owner in possession ; and it is beyond the province of \ 
a Court of Justice to give effect to the title of such 
a purchaser to the extent of defeating a prior lien or 
charge. Conceding that a purchaser for value, bond 
fide, and without notice of the charge, would have an 
equity superior to A,*s right, — Held that a purchase 
in good faith by C, had not been proved. If the 
English doctrine on this subject he adopted, as the rule 
prescribed by justice, equity, and good conscience, its 
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Creation of Hen — 

qualifications and restrictions should not be rejected. 
Vasdbk Sbtb Sam v, Luokfatht Boyjbb Lallah 
[Marali.. 461 : 9 Moore’s I. A., 803 

67. - - PurcliaBer, Bight of.— Prodiwe 

of land. Sale fT. P. Bent Act, XVIII of 1873, 

«. 56. — B^potheoation, — The purchaser of the un- 
stored produce of land in the occupation of a culti 
vator, with notice of the lien created on such produce 
bjr section 56 of Act XVIII of 187dj takes such 
produce subject to such lien, S. A, No. 1893 of 1870, 
decided on the 4th February 1871, and Achul v. 
Gunga Pershad, 2 Agra, 78, followed. Kiniock v, 
COLLEOTOB OF EtAWAH. EiNLOOE U. CoUBT OF 

Wabds . . • 1. L. B., 3 AIL, 433 

58. Lien Ig deposit 

of title-deeds, — Subsequent purchase by another.— 
In 1865 C. gave E, a lien on his property, by a 
deposit of title-deeds. In 1867 B, purchased the 
same property bond fide^ and without notice of B,*s 
lien. Beld that B, took the property free of the 
lien. BtrNSEEDHiTB u. Hebba Lall 

[1 E. W., Part VI, p. 74 : Ed. 1873, 166 

69. Priority,— In* 

ehoate agreement to purchase, — Deposit of earnest* 
money, — The claimant entered into an agreement for 
the purchase of certain property, and on the execu- 
tion of the agreement deposited fll6,000 as earnest- 
money of the contract and in part payment of the 
purchase-money. The claimant was not satisfied at 
that time with the title-deeds supplied by the vendor, 
but afterwards entered into fresh negotiations for 
the purchase upon different terms. The vendor died, 
and the present claim was filed in a suit to administer 
his estate. Beld that the claimant was entitled to 
be paid in full the R15,000 in priority to all other 
creditors •, and that his lien was not lost by the failure 
either of the original contract or the subsequent 
negotiations. Keitny v. Administbatob Genbbal 
OF Bbn&al . . . 3 B. li. B., O. 75 

60. - ‘ Li en, Concea Iment 

of.—Betoppel. — In execution of a money-decree, the 
decree-holder caused the right, title, and interest of 
the judgment-debtor in a certain property, which had 
l^en mortgaged to him by a registered bond, to be 
sold, but without notice of the existence of such lien. 
He afterwards obtained a decree upon the bond, and 
sold it to the defendants, who caused the same pro- 
perty to be attached. The purchaser intervened 
under section 246, but without success. In a suit by 
the purchaser to establish his absolute right,— BI pW 
that, as the defendants* vendor had suppressed the 
fact of the charge, and thereby induced the plaintiff 
to purchase as the absolute property of the judg- 
ment-debtor, they were now preclude from setting 
up his lien. Dullab Sibkab u, Kbishna Kumab 
Basshi 

[3 B. L. B„ A. C., 407: 12 W. B., 303 

01 , Bight to enforce UezL—Sale 

oubjeot to decree declaring Uen on property a 
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Bight to enforce lien— eontinued, 
decree declares a Ijen over A.*s property for a Certain 
sum in favour of B., and subsequently A, sells part 
of this property to B. and part to C», B. cannot sue 
to enforce his lien against C.*s purchase without 
bringing his own into contribution. Ram Lochuk 
S iBOAB V. Ram Nabain • . 1 0. L. B., 286 

11. NOTICE. 

62. Meoessity of nbtice of title. 

— JSquitahU doctrine of secret ownership. — It is 
a rule of universal equity, and not one peculiar to 
English Courts, that, in order to enable the real 
owner of property to recover from a purchaser for 
value from a person allowed by the real owner to hold 
himself out as the owner, he must prove either direct 
or constructive notice of the real title, or that there 
existed circumstances which ought to have put the 
purchaser on an inquiry which, if prosecuted, would 
have led to a discovery of the real title, Ramcoomab 
Koondoo V. MoQukbn 

Lll B. L. B., 46: 18 W. B., 166 
L. B., I. A., Sup. VoL, 40 

63. Purchaser without notice. 

— Secret ownership, — Fraud. — A vendee who pur- 
chases for valuable consideration, and without notice 
of benami, from the ostensible owner of the property 
beld by him under sn apparently good title, will 
be protwted from subsetiuent acts of the owner or his 
heir, both of w^hom were parties to the fraud ; and 
his purchase will bold good against any subsequent 
sale made by them. Rebnie v, Gungafaeain 
Chowdhby . . , . 8 W. B., 10 

64. Fquitable relief 
against forfeiture, — Remarks on the doctrine of 
equity as to the applicablity of the defence of pur- 
chase for valuable coiisideratiou without notice. The 
defence does not apply where the Court of Chancery 
is exercising a juri^ction concurrent with that 
of the Courts of law. Where A, sold land to B,, re- 
serving a right to re-purchase by payment of a 
certain sum at a specified time, and before such time 
had arrived B. re-sold to C. for valuable considera- 
tion without notice, and A. failed to make the pay- 
ment and forfeited his right to re-purchase, — Beld 
that he had no title unless relieved against the for- 
feiture, and that such relief could not be given 
as against C. Samabbaubdab v. Rbbumal Chstti 

[2 Mad., 14 

66, Purchase from 

joint Bindu family. — Presumption. — Semhle, — That 
considering the state of Hindu families a purchaser 
would be affected with notice by much slighter evi- 
dence than a purchaser in other countries. Koyi- 
LOTHPUTENPUBAYIL MAVOEI KoBAN NaYAB V, PU- 
THBK PUBAYIL MaBQBI ChAKDA NaYAB 

[3 Mad., 284 

66, Bond fide pur* 

chaser,— Fraud in vendors,**^^ ‘ ^ ‘ purchaser 
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Furohaaer without notice— 

should not be deprived of the benefit of an honest 
purchase, even though the sale to his vendors was 
fraudulent, if he had no notice of the fraud. Golam 
Ahea o. DiauMBirs Sinoh . W. R., 1864, 226 

67 Sale of whole 

interest. — Subsequent •purchase without notice hy 
another . — The plaintiff purchased from the first 
defendant, who purchased from the person admitted 
to be the owner in 1866. The resisting defendants 
claimed under a subsequent sale by the same person. 
Held, reversing the decree of the lower Court, that on 
the simple principle that after the conveyance to the 
first defendant the owner of the land had nothing 
more to convey, the resisting defendants took nothing 
and the plaintiff was entitled to recover. Viba- 
BHADBA PiLLAI V. HaBI KAUA PILLAI 

[3 Had., 88 

See contra^ Chidambaea Natinan o. Annappa 
Nayaeean .... 1 Mad., 62 

68* Bond fide pur^ 

chaser, ^Omission to make proper inquiries into title, 
— In order that a purchaser of immoveable property 
from a Hindu in the Island of Bombay may be 
entitled, as against the beneficial owner of such pro> 
perty, to set up the defence of being a hotidfide pur- 
chaser without notice, he must show that he has made 
all proper inquiries into the title and as to the state of 
the family of his vendor, and of his vendor's prede- 
cessors in title for a period of twelve years at least 
before the date of his purchase. Savaelal Kab- 
BAITDAS V. Oba Nizmubdin . 8 BoiXL., O. C., 77 

69. Purchaser, Obligation of. — 

Joint Hindu family, Purchase from . — When a person 
has notice that another has or claims an interest in 
property for which he is dealing, he is bound to 
inquire what that interest is ; and if he purchases 
without doing so, he will be bound, although the 
notice was inaccurate as to the particulars or extent 
of such interest. Where the notice is given by the 
person himself who claims an interest in the property, 
and it is afterwards proved that he had such an 
interest, — Queere, Whether any amount of inquiiy 
can discharge the purchaser from liability. A pur- 
chaser, therefore, from one member of a joint Hindu 
family is affected with notice of the claims of the 
other members. On the facts, — Held (reversing the 
decision of the Court below) that no sufficient inquiry 
had been made in this case. Gobied Chtjbbeb 
Mooebbjbb 9. Doobgapebsab Baboo 

[14 B. L. R., 337 : 22 W. R., 248 

70. - — - Incumbrance.—* . 

-..vj •mortgage. — Purchaser for valuable consider a- 
tion without notice, — The reason for the rule of 
equity that a purchaser of property, though for valu- 
able consideration, yet with notice of a prior incum- 
b^cer, purchases subject to such incumbrance, is 
that such purchaser is acting mold fide in taking 
away the right of the prior incumbrancer by getting 
the legal estate, while knowing that a prior purchaser 
has the right to it. But a purchaser for valuable cou- 
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sideration, without notice of the prior right Of a third 
person, is not guilty of or party to a fraud upon the 
nghts of a pnor purchaser. The Courts of Equity, 
therefore, will not interfere with his right to the pos- 
session, enjoyment, and dispoEfal of the property ;^d 
though, subsequently to his purchase, he may become 
aware of the prior incumbrance, yet he baa the right 
to convey to a subsequent purchaser, who, at the time 
of such subsequent conveyance, has notice of the 
prior right of the third person; and such subse- 
quent purchaser will take the property free from 
the incumbrance, for neither is he guilty of any 
fraud in accepting what his vendor had a right to 
convey, nor would the bond fide purchaser without 
notice be able otherwise freely and completely to dis- 
pose of the property which he innocently acquired. 
On the same principles, any subsequent purchaser, 
however remote, though having notice, must be pro- 
tected. Where, therefore, the second defendant, having 
notice of the plaintiff's equitable mortgage, purchased 
from one who, also with such notice, had purchased 
from a bond fide purchaser for value without notice,— 
Held that the second defendant held the property free 
from the equitable mortgage. Carter v. Carter, 
8 K. and Johns, 617, distinguished. Dayal Jivbaj 
9. iTaibaj Eataesi I. L. R., 1 Bom., 278 

71 ^ — Bond fide trans* 

feree for value of mortgaged property, — Ignorance 
of existing incumbrance. — Held that a statement in 
answer to interrogatories, which was made by the pur- 
chaser of mortgaged property, to the effect that at 
the time of the purchase he was aware of the mort- 
gage and believed that it had been satisfied, was no 
proof of the purchase having been made after notice 
of a prior mortgage, inasmuch as it was inconsistent 
with the knowledge of an existing incumbrance. 
Sheo Dayal Mal v . Habi Kam 

[I. li. B., 7 Aa, 690 

72. Purchaser for 

value. — Notice of prior mortgage. — The plaintiff in 
1867 obtained a decree against one Ramzan Mohidin 
for payment of a debt by him personally, or in de- 
fault entitling the plaintiff to recover the amount 
from the sale of certain immoveable property situ- 
ated in Gujarat on which the debt had been secured 
under a sankhat. On the attachment of the im- 
moveable property in execution of that decree, the 
defendant object^ under section 246 of the Civil 
Procedure Code, and alleged that he had purchased 
the property in 1865. The attachment having ac- 
cordingly been raised, the plaintiff sued for a declara- 
tion of his right to sell the mortga^^d property. 
Both the lower Courts threw out the plainti^s claln^ 
On special appeal the decrees of the lower Courts 
were reversed, and the case remanded for the trial of 
the issue whether the defendant was a bond fide pur- 
chaser for valuable consideration, without notice of 
the plaintiff's sankhat or lien on the property in dis- 
pute at or before the time of his purchase. Qbidhab 
BaKOHOSBAB 9. HAEAMOHAKB kBYAOSLAND 

[8 Bom., A. C„ 75 
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11. NOTICE— 

78^ Transfer of property sub- 

ject to trust. — Purchaser for value, — Constructive 
notice, — Tenant in possession as object of charitable 
trust , — If the purchaser of an estate for value takes 
with notice, actual or constructive, of a trust, he is 
bound by such trust to the same interest and in the 
same manner as the person from whom he purchased. 
A person purchasing an estate where there is a ten- 
ant in possession is bound to inquire into the title of 
such tenant, and if he neglects to do so he takes sub- 
ject to such rights as the tenant may have. The equi- 
ties are the same where there is a person in posses- 
aion as the object of a charitable trust and under the 
trust. Manohabji Sobabji Chulla v. Eonoseoo 
L6 Bom., O. C., 59 

74. Notice,-^Right 

of purchaser , — 5., having been sentenced to trans* 
portation for life, presented a petition in the Reve- 
nue Court, in which, stating that he owned a certain 
aemindari estate, and that he had been so sentenced, 
and that it was necessary to make arrangements for 
the payment of the Government revenue and the man- 
agement of the estate, he prayed that his name might 
be removed from the revenue register and that of P, 
recorded in its stead. P. sold the property for con- 
sideration, his vendee purchasing without notice of 
any trust, and it was subsequently put up for sals in 
execution of a decree against P,*s vendee and was 
purchased without notice of any trust. Held that 
the property could not be followed into the hands 
of the purchaser at the execution sale. Lurga Pra- 
sad y. Asa Ram^ I, L, J2., 2 All,, 361, observed on. 
Hait Bah a. Dubga Fbabad 

[L L. Bo 6 AIL, 603 

76. Constructive notice,— Per- 
son in possession of subject of sale , — Where there is a 
person in possession of an estate other than the no- 
minal owner,— ».e., the person in whose name the title- 
deed is, — a purchaser, although he may be a purchaser 
for value, is bound to inquire what is the nature 
of his possession. If he does not think fit to do so, 
be takes subject to the rights of the person in pos- 
session. Hakbem Meah V, Bbejot Patnee 

[22 W. B, 8 

Mabsdc Msah V, Shah Doss 

[22 W. B„ 189 

78. ‘ Sale in execution 

of decree,’^ Sale of property on which there is a lien. 
— Per Kekkbdt, J . — An execution-purchaser takes 
subject to all equities affecting the jiigment-debtor, 
and will be bound by construetive notice in the same 
way as an ordinary purchaser. Kinderly v. Jervis, 
22 Beav,, 1 ; and Brewer v. Lord Oxford, 6 Le O., 
M, 4* Q,, 607, cited and followed. Rah Loohun 
S iBOAB 0. Bah Nabaht . . 1 C. L. B., 296 

77. > Doctrine of con- 
structive notice, — Secrecy in transaction. — The Court 
will not apply the doctrine of constructive notice 
where the party seeking the benefit of that doctrine 
baa been guilty of secrecy in the transaction with 
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Constructive notioe -—continued. 
constructive notice of which he seeks to affect a pur* 
chaser. Hobhasji Tbmulji v, Mankuvarbai 

[12 Bom., 262 

78. * ■ — " Notice to agent of 

purchaser, — Notice to a purchaser’s agent was held 
to be constructive notice to his principal, so as to fix 
the latter with a trust, or a burden relative to the 
subject of purchase which without notice he would 
have escaped. Seedeb Nazbbb Am Khan u. 
Oaoodhya Rah Khan. Mcnsoob Am Khan v. 
Oaoodhta Rah Khan . . 8 W. B., 899 

79. • Liability of land 
purchased from Hindu devisee for debts of his 
testator. — Onus probandi. — Per Pomtipex, J. — The 
question how far lands purchased from a Hindu 
devisee are liable in the bands of the purchaser for 
the testator’s debts, stands on the same footing as a 
similar qnestion would under the present English 
law. The creditors of the ancestor or testator may 
follow his lands into the possession of a purchaser 
from the heir or devisee, if it can be proved that 
such purchaser knew (1) that there were debts of the 
ancestor or testator left unsatisfied, and (2) also that 
the heir or devisee to whom he paid his purchase-money 
intended to apply it otherwise than in the payment of 
such debts. But a purchaser ignorant on either of 
these points has a safe title, for no duty is cast upon 
the purchaser from the heir or devisee to inquire 
whether there are any debts of the ancestor or testa- 
tor, or to see to the application of his purchase- 
money, even when there is an express charge of debts 
by the testator on the devised estate — at least when 
the devisee is also executor ; and in such a case the 
burden of proof is entirely on the creditor to show 
that the purchaser from the devisee had notice that 
the latter intended to misapply the purchase- money. 
For a purchaser to he affected with constructive 
notice through his solicitor, the latter himself must 
have actual notice. Gbebndbb Chundeb Ghobb o. 
Macxintosh 

I. Ii. B., 4 Calc., 897 r 4 C. l^. B., 198 

80. Fraud.— Regis- 
tration Acts, Fffect of. — When a person is proved to 
have had a knowledge of certam facts, or to have 
been in a position the reasonable consequence of which 
knowledge or position would be that he would have 
been led to make further inquiry, which would have 
disclosed a particular fact, the law fixes him with 
having himself had notice of that particular fact. 
There may be such wilful negligence in abstaining 
from inquiry into facts which would convey actual 
notice as may properly be held to have the conse- 
quences of notice actually obtained. But if there is 
not aetual notice, and no wilful or fraudulent turning 
away from an inquiry into, and consequent know- 
ledge of, facts which the circumstances would sug- 
gest to a prudent mind, then the doctrine of con- 
structive notice ought not to be applied. Construc- 
tive notice may apply as against third persons from a 
neglect to call for d^sds and documents of title, but 
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not to the same extent where a Registration Act is in 
operation, as it would where no Registration Act 
prevails. Agra Bank v. Barry, L, B., 7 M. i., IdQ, 
followed. If an agenii^uthorised to.sell property com- 
jnits a fraud against his principal, the principal is 
the person who ought to suffer and not a stranger. 
Dooboa Nabain Sen o. Banby Madhab 
,>ab . . . • I. L. B., 7 Calc., 109 

— Registration , — 

Possession. — Registration Acts, Rffect of , English 
Registry Acts, Stat. 7 Anne, o, 20, s. 1 s 2 and 
3 Anne, o, 4, s. 1 j 6 Anne, c. 85, s, 1 ; S 
c. 6, s. l.’--Irish Registry Act, 6 Anne, c. 2, s. 4 {Ire- 
Za«d).— -Neither in England nor in Ireland has mere 
registration been held to amount to notice to sub- 
eequeut mortgagees or purchasers. In Bombay the 
Courts have adopted the rule which prevails in 
America, and have held that registration does amount 
to notice to all subsequent purchasers of the same 
property. Possession has been deemed by Hindu and 
Mahoraedan law, as interpreted in the Presidency of 
Bombay, to amount to notice of such title as the per- 
son in possession may have ; and any other person 
who takes a mortgage or other charge upon immove- 
able property without ascertaining the nature of the 
claim of him who is in possession does so at his own 
risk. This is the rule in England also. The Indian 
Registration Acts prior to the year 1864, like the 
Middlesex Registry Act (Stat. 7 Anne, c. 20, sec. 1); 
the Yorkshire Registry Acts (Stat. 2 and 3 Anne, c. 
4, sec. 1; 6 Anne, c. 85, sec, 1 j 8 Geo. II., c. 6, sec. 
1), and the Irish Registry Act (Stat. 6 Anne, c. 2, 
sec. 4, Ir,), gave priority of^rank to priority of regis- 
tration. The later Indian Registration Acts— 

Act XVI of 1864, XX of 1866, VIll of 1871, and 
111 of 1877— proceed upon a different principle. 
Under them a registered instrument operates from 
the time at which it would have commenced to 
operate if no registration had been required or made, 
and not from the time of its registration, which rule 
applies both to compulsory and optionally registrable 
instruments. The earlier decisions, by which regis- 
tration has in India been permitted to supply the 
want of possession, may be attributed to this absolute 
preference so accorded by the earlier Registration 
Acts to priority of registration. In the reported 
cases under the Indian Uegistration Acts passed in 
and subsequently to 1864, which have not' (like the 
previous enactments) given priority of rank to pri- 
ority of registration, the Courts have also regarded 
registration as an equivalent for possessifn where the 
instrument earlier in date has been registered, but 
unaccompanied by possession. The Courts have gone 
a step further, and have held registration under Act 
XVI of 1864 and the subsequent Acts to amount to 
notice, and therefore to atone for the absence of, and 
to be a sufficient substitute for, possession in the 
validation of title. The rule, however, that registra- 
tion is equivalent to possession, cannot be applied to 
cases whore the registration of the instrument earlier 
in date has been effected subsequently to the execu- 
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tion of the instrument set up against it. Laeshhait 
Das SABuroHABD v . Dabbat 

[I. L. B., 0 Bom., 168 

82. Priority, — Pos» 

session, — Vendor and purchaser. — Purchaser with» 
out possession. — Subsequent purchaser with posses* 
sion and without notice of prior purchase. — The 
plaintiff purchased the land in dispute on the 28th 
February 1878, and on the same day lodged his 
deed of purchase with the Registrar together with 
the registration fee. It was registered on the 29th 
April 1878. Ho was not put in possession of the 
property. The defendant purchased the same pro- 
perty on the 1st April 1878, and on the following 
day lodged his de^ of purchase with the Registrar 
together with the registration fee. It was regis- 
tered on the 26th May 1878. His purchase was 
accompanied with possession. In a suit brought by 
the plaintiff against the vendor and the subsequent 
purchaser for possession of the property, — Held that 
the registration of the plaintiffs deed of purchase, 
not having been effected until after the execution of 
the defendant’s deed, could not have operated as 
notice of the plaintiff’s deed to the defendant, and, 
therefore, could not be equivalent to possession. 
Held, also, that as the defendant was a purchaser 
without notice, either actual or constructive, of the 
plaintiff’s prior purchase, and had taken the pre- 
caution of obtaining possession, both parties being 
Hindus and innocent purchasers, the defendant 
could not be deprived of the benefit of his possession. 
Habha V. Ragho , . 1. 1j. B., 6 165 

83. Priority. — Notice of prior 

contract.— Specific Relief Act, 1877, s. 27. — Oral 
agreement. — Sale to third person in contravention 
of agreement.— Civil Procedure Code, 1882, ss, 
261, 262. — Where a bond fide contract, whether oral 
or written, is made for the sale of property, and a 
third party afterwards buys the property with notice 
of the prior contract, the title of the party claiming 
under the prior contract prevails against the subse- 
quent purchaser, although the latter’s purchase may 
have been registered, and although he has obtained 
possession under his purchase. Chubdbb Kabt 
Roy V . Kbibhba Sukdbb Roy 

[I. Ii. B., 10 Calc., 710 

See Nbmai Chabak Dhabal v , Kokil Bag 

[I. Ii. B., 6 Calc., 634 : 7 O. L. B., 487 

34 . — San-mortgagein 

Gujarat. — Priority. — Priority as between a pur* 
chaser at execution sale and prior mortgagee by 
unregistered san-mortgage. — Plea of purchase withe 
out notice. — The general rule in the Presidency of 
Bombay is that, amongst Hindus, possession is neces- 
sary in order to perfect a transfer of immoveable 
property by mortgage or deed of sale as against 
subsequent incumbrancers or purchasers. The main 
ground of this rule is that possession is notice to all 
subsequent intending mortgagees or purchasers of 
the title of the party in possession. It b, lv>wcver. 
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the established and judicially recognised custom of 
Gujarat that possessiou is not necessary in the case 
of a san-mortgage to validate it as against subse- 
quent mortgagees or purchasers. The necessity of 
possession l^ing thus dispensed with, it seems to 
follow that a san-mortgage, in other respects good, 
is valid as agidnst a subsequent mortgagee or pur- 
chaser, whether or not such mortgagee or purchaser 
has notice of the san-mortgage. To hold that a 
subsequent mortgagee or purchaser for valuable con 
sideration and without notice of a san-mortgage is 
entitled to priority over it, would bo tantamount to 
depriving the san-mortgagee of the benefit of the 
custom that possession is unnecessary. Par Melvill, 

— Such perfect security is now afforded by regis- 
tration that there appears to be hardly room for the 
plea of purchase without notice. Seeing that a pur- 
chaser may secure himself against all unregistered 
mortgages without possession by simply taking pos- 
session or registering his conveyance, he is, if he 
omit to do so, in part delicto with the prior mort- 
gagee, and it is difficult to see how he is entitled to 
any relief. SoBHAGhCHAND Gttlab Ohand v, Bhai- 
OHAED . • . . 1. D. B., 6 BoixIh 183 

12. POSSESSION. 

85. Vendor remaining in pos- 
session. — Prc 0 imp/to».— Where a deed was exe- 
cuted conveying a man’s entire property to his son, 
only two years old, and reserving to himself one 
rupee a day for his subsistence, and after execution 
the conveying party remained in possession,— 
that, in the absence of explanation, no other in- 
ference could be drawn than that the deed was 
merely intended to be used as a blind. Sbeseath 
S iEOH Chowbhby r, Hubebpbea 

[10 W. B., 449 

86 . Condition of 
sale, — Acceptance of security by vendor, — Suit to 
realise security, — The defendant purchased certain 
jewels at a sale by auction, subject to a condition 
that, if not paid for in three days, the goods should 
be sold at the risk of the purchaser. Being unable 
to pay within the time stipulated, ho gave a pro- 
missory note for the price, upon an agreement that 
the vendor should retain the jewels for him, but 
should not exercise the power of sale within three 
days. Keld that the vendor could sue on the note, 
though he retained the jewels in his possession under 
the lien so created. Allen, Hates, & Co., v, 
Anundo Chundee Mttndlb . Bourke, O. O., 156 

87. Absence of change of pos- 
session. — Rindu law, — Incomplete sale. — Accord- 
ing to Hindu law, a cliange of possession is neces- 
sary to complete a sale of corporeal property,^ in 
order to prevent successive purchasers from being 
cheated by successive sales of the same property, and 
to obviate disputes as to what was really sold. A 
purchaser from a Hindu vendor, who buys corporeal 
property without possession, docs not thus obtain a 
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title which, in a suit for specific performance against 
the vendor, he can enforce against a person actually 
in possession under a title adverse to the vendor by 
joining that person as a defendant. Kaohu 
Bayaji V. Eaohoba Vithoba . 10 Bom ., 491 

03 , Necessity of change of pos- 

session. — Hindu and Mahomedan laws. — Priority. 
— It is a general but not an invariable rule that pos- 
session in the grantee or assignee is deemed essential 
amongst Hindus and Mahomedans to the complete 
transfer of immoveable property, either by gift, sale, 
or mortgage. Exceptions to the above rule pointed 
out. Lakshman Has Sabvfchand v, Davbat 

[I. li. B., 6 Bom., 168 

SOBHAOCHAND GULABOHAND V. BhAICHAND 

[L L. B., 6 Bomu, 183 

89. Rindu law,^ 

Delivery of possession. — Notice. — Delivery of posses- 
slou of property sold is, under the Hindu law, essen- 
tial to complete the title of the vendee against a 
third party purchasing with possession from the 
same vendor without notice of the prior transaction. 
The rule prevails as between competing conveyances 
both of which have been registered. Authorities and 
Hindu law texts on the subject reviewed. Lalu- 
BHAI SUBCHANl) V. BaI AmRTT 

[I. L. B., 2 Bom., 299 

90. Sale when vendor is not in 

possession. — Hindu law. — Necessity of possession, 
— Ejectment. — A Hindu, whose estate is in the pos- 
session of a trespasser or a mortgagee, may sell his 
right of entry as such, or his equity of redemption as 
such, and the purchaser may thereupon sue to eject 
the trespasser or to redeem the mortgage ; but a bill 
of sale by a Hindu vendor, purporting to convey the 
estate itself, executed by a person who is not in pos- 
session, cannot operate as a present conveyance, nor 
enable the purchaser to sue in ejectment. Prahlad 
Sen V. Budhu Singh, 2 B. L. R., P. C., Ill ; and 
Bhohosoonduree Dasseah v. Issur Chunder Dutt, 11 
B, L, R., 36, followed. Bikan Singh v. Parbutty 
Koer, 22 W, R., 99 ; Gungahurry Nundee v. jKa- 
ghuhram Nundee, 14 B. L. R., 307 ; and LoJeenath 
Qhose V. Juggohundhoo Roy, L L. R., 1 Calc,, 297, 
referred to. Bai Subaj t>. Dalfatbam Daya- 
SHANKAB . . . 1. 1:. B., 6 Bom., 380 

91. PosseBsion, Delivery of.— 

Hindu larHf — Sale. — Possession is not essentially 
necessary by Hindu law to give validity to a transfer 
by sale of immoveable property, Bhukan Bhai- 
BAVA V, Bhaiji Pbao . .1 Bom., 19 

92. Title. — Hindu 
law, — Delivery of possession is not necessary to the 
transfer of ownership among Hindus. Per Mabeby, 

J . — As a general rule of law, when a vendee has got 
a document which in terms professes to make over 
property, and the document is registered (in case 
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registration is necessary), he becomes^ at once the 
owner without actual delivery of possession. GusOA- 
HUBEY NUNPBB U. RAGHUBBAM NuKDBB 

[14 B. Ii. R., 807 : 28 W. R., 181 

0 8, Hindu law . — 

Per curiamt — Delivery of possession is not, under 
the Hindu law, essential to complete the title of a 
purchaser for value. Nabain Chubdbb Chuokbb- 
BUTTY V. DaTABAH ROT 

[I. L. R., 8 Calc., 597 : 10 C. D. R., 241 
Nagubai 9. Motigib Gubg . . 1 Bom., 5 

94. Hindu law.-^ 
Under the Hindu law cuiTent in the Madras Presi- 
dency, possession is not necessary to complete a sale. 
Vasupbya Bhallu 9. Nabasamma 

[L Ii. R., 5 Mad,, 6 

95. • Want of poBBCBBion.— HVndte 

7 . — Sale before Transfer of Property Act. — Pos- 
session. — Under the law administered in the Madras 
Presidency in the case of sales of land between 
Hindus made before the date of the Transfer of Pro- 
perty Act, 1882, where all has been done that the 
parties contemplated to complete a sale, the title of 
the purchaser cannot bo defeated in favour of a 
second purchaser merely by reason that the latter 
obtained and the former did not obtain possession. 
Hamasami Ayyangab 9. Mabimuttu Bhattan 

[1. li. R., 6 Mad., 404 

96. Sale of land by 
a Hindu . — Vendor without possession, — Conveyance 
of right of action. — Where a Hindu vendor sold his 
share in certain land, but expressly stated in the 
deed of sale that he was out of possession*; that the 
land was in the hands of a third parly, to whom it 
had been mortgaged without the vendor’s authority ; 
and that he (vendor) empowered the purchaser to 
bring a suit against the person in possession in order 
to reeovor the vendor’s share in the land, with mesne 
profits, — Held that what the deed contemplated was 
nothing more than the transfer of the right of entry, 
although, according to the invariable mode of ex- 
pression in such documents, the vendor professed, in 
terms, to convey the property itself. Held, further, 
that the purchaser acquired the same right of action 
which his vendor possessed, notwithstanding that the 
vendor was not in possession at the date of the sale. 
Vasudbv Habi V, Tatia Habatan 

[I. Ii. R., 6 Bom., 887 

97. Transfer of pro- 
perty by a person not in possession . — Validity of 
such transfer,-^Hindu law . — The plaintiffs sought 
to recover possession from the defendants of certain 
land, claiming under a kamrnama executed to them 
by one M, The defendants contended that M. had 
never been in possession of the land. The lower 
Appellate Court held that as JIf. was not in possession 
at the time ©n the kmmama was executed, the 


VENDOR AND PURCHASBR-oonfiVnwd* 

12. POSSESSION— co»«»i«e(l. 

Want of poBBeBBion— co»«»«sd. 

plaintiff’s claim was not maintainable. On appeal 
to the High Court,— HeW, reversing the decree of 
the lower Appellate Court, that the circumstance of 
Jf.’snot having been in possession at the time 
the karamama was executed did not prevent the 
plaintiffs from recovering possession from the de- 
fendants. Kalidas v. Kanhaya Lull, I, L. JB., 11 
Calc., 121 : L. B., 11 1. A., 219 1 referred to and 
followed, Ugabohaitd Mabaobohavi) v. Madafa 
SoHAiTA . . . I. Ii. R., 10 Bom., 824 

98. - - Hindu laic.^Sale 

of land, — Though, by Hindu law, on a sale of land 
it is not absolutely necessary that the purchaser 
should be put in possession, it is requisite that the 
vendor should at the time of sale be in possession of 
the property sold. Qibdhab Pabjabam v, Daji 
Dulabhbam . , . 7 Bom., A. C., 4 

99 . * ■ Mahomedan law, 

— Sale when vendor is out of possession. — A sale 
among Mahomedans, unlike a sale between Hindus, 
is valid as against a third party, even though the 
vendor was not at the time of the sale in possession 
of the property sold. Adamehan v, Alaeaehi 

[L Ii. R., 6 Bom., 645 

See also Mohinubik v, Manchbbshah 

[I. Ii. R., 6 Bom., 650 

13. PURCHASE OP MORTGAGED 
PROPERTY. 

100. Bona fide purchase with- 
out notice of prior charge.— Per Pjsaoook, C, 
J.y Noeman, and Pundit, JJ, (Baylby and 
Campbell, JJ., dissenting). — The fact of a pur- 
chase of land under a deed of sale being bond fide 
and without notice of a prior charge, does not pass 
the land free from the prior charge. Mahbswab 
Bax Sing v. Bhieha Chowdhby 

[B. L. R.,|Sup. VoL, 403 
8. C. 1 Ind. Jur., N. 8., 122: 5 W. R., 61 

101. Obligation of purchaser.— 

Inquiry by intending purchaser. — An intending pur- 
chaser of property which has been previously mort- 
gaged, who has no reason to suppose it to be joint 
family property, or the vendor to be a member of 
a joint family, and who has inquired of and learnt 
from the mortgagee that there was no fraud, is not 
bound to make any further inquiry. Eylash 
Kaminbb Dossbb 9. Tabinbb Chubn Bose 

[20 W. R., 100 

102. Priority.— 3/orfyfl^9.—Pos- 

seeion. — Begistration. — A registered mortgagee, 
though without possession, is entitled to priority over 
a subsequent purchaser. Sundae Jagjiyan 9. Go* 
PAL Eshyant . . .4 Bom., A. C., 68 

But an unregistered mortgage without possession 
is not valid against a purch^er Wzth possession. 
Ganpat Bajabhbi 9. Khandu Chaugbhbt 

[4 Bom., A. C., 69 
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108. Mortgage by member of 

joint BlndU family. — Surrender of equity of re* 
dempiion, — Purchaser for taluable consideration,-^ 
Pleading, — ^A member of a joint Hindu family grant* 
ed a uflufructuary mortgage : he subsequently^ with- 
out the knowledge of the co-partnersi released the 
equity of redemption. On hearing of this, the co- 
-partners contested the validity of me release. Held 
that the parties claiming from the person to whom 
the release was made, took, so far as the co-partners 
were concerned, a title only as mortgagees. Kadha- 
ITATH Das 0. Elliott . . 6 B. L. B., 630 

' S. 0. Radhanath Das o. Gisbobkb & Co. 

[15 W. B., F. C., 24 : 14 Moore’s L A., 1 

104. Furchase by mortgagee.-* 

Possession, — Priority. — Registration, — registered 
mortgage without possession has priority over a 
subsequent registered sale and conveyance with pos- 
session. By a duly -registered deed, D. mortgaged 
land to the plaintiff with power of sale. On default 
made by 2>., the plaintiff brought a suit for a sale of 
the mortgaged land ; but, pending the suit, D, sold 
the land to the defendant, who registered his convey- 
ance and entered into possession. The plaintiff sub- 
sequently obtained a decree, and at the execution 
sale became himself the purchaser. In the present 
suit he sought to recover possession from the defend- 
ant. Seld that the plaintiff was entitled to recover. 
His rights as mortgagee included the right of 
bringing to sale the property as it subsisted at the 
date of the mortgage. The property having been so 
brought to sale, the purchaser acquired a right free 
from any created subsequently to the mortgage and 
subject to it. Shbingaspubb v. Psthb 

[L L. B., 2 Bom., 682 

106. • * Bights of mortgagee.— Jforf- 

gage^ Sale without disclosing, — Pstoppel,-*- The three 
senior members of an undivided Hindu family — the 
remaining members of which had disappeared — set- 
ting forth a ground of necessity, executed to the plain- 
tiff, in November 1870, a mortgage, duly registered, of 
a piece of land which formed part of the family estate. 
Certain judgment-creditors of the absent member 
subsequently attached and sold his share in the said 
land under their decree. The plaintiffs undivided 
son purchased it, and in 1872 re-sold his right, title, 
and interest in it to the defendant's father, without 
disclosing the fact of bis father's mortgage, but 
without any active fraud on the part of himself or 
his father to suppress the fact from the knowledge 
of his purchaser. In 1874 the plaintiff obtained a 
decree upon his mortgage, and attached the land. 
In a suit by the plaintiff to establish his right as 
against all the land included in his mortgage,— 
that the mortgage being, under the circumstances, a 
valid one, the sale of the absent son's share was sub- 
ject to the lien created thereby, which lien was not 
disturb^ by the purchase and subsequent sale of the 
share by the son of the mortgagee. The origin of* 
the son's title was stated in the deed of sale to the 
new porch^r, whO| by the fact of its being a sale of 
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a share, was put upon inquiry. The mere want of 
disclosure, by the plaintiff's undivided son, of his 
father’s mortgage, was not enough to create an 
estoppel against his father seeking to estahlish his 
claim under the mortgage. Joshi t>. JosHi 

[I. Xi. B., 2 Bom., 650 

106. Sale of equity 

of redemption. — Right of purchaser. — Parties. — By 
two deeds, dated respectively the 22nd February 
1808 and 7th September 1872, and duly registered, 
A. mortgaged the lands in dispute to B, for a term 
of years which expired in 1880. On 10th October 
1878 A, executed a razinama in favour of B., relin- 
quishing all his right in the said lands, and B, next 
day executed a kabuliat to Government for the 
lands, which thenceforward were entered in B,*s 
name. Previously to the second mortgage and razi- 
nama to B.,—vit., on 2l8t March 1870. — A. had, by 
a duly-regist ered deed, mortgaged the same lands to 
the plaintiff, who in 1874 brought a suit against 

A. upon his mortgage and obtained a decree, under 
which he sold the mortgaged property, and became 
himself the purchaser thereof. Before and at the 
time of the institution of this suit, B. was in posses- 
sion of the mortgaged land, but was not made a 
party to the suit. In 1877 B. sold the land ta C. by 
a duly registered deed. In a suit brought by the 
plaintiff against B. and C, to recover possession 
of the land so purchased by him as above mentioned, 
at the sale in execution of his own decree, — Held 
that B.*s possession at the date of the plaintiff's suit 
upon his mortgage was sufficient to put the plaintiff 
on inquiry, and to constitute legal notice to him that 
the equity of redemption was at that time vested in 

B. , and it was therefore the plaintff's duty to havo 
made B. a party to the suit brought by him against 
A., who had then alienated the equity of redemption 
to B.;, and not having done so, the plaintiff could not 
rely, in support of his own title, upon a purchase 
under his own irregularly- obtained decree, and could 
not, therefore, stand in a better position as against B, 
than if his original suit had been properly consti- 
tuted, — t.c,, he was bound to give B. an opportunity 
of redeeming his mortgage. Nabtt v. GuLABSiKa 

[I. la, B,, 4 Bom.,‘^88 

107. Furchase subject to mort- 

gage. — Right to redeem, — Good title at time of 
hearing of suit. — Certificate of sale. — The property 
in dispute was mortgaged by its owner to the de- 
fendant with possession on the 3rd October 1847. 
On the 3rd December 1861 A. obtained a money- 
decree against the son and heirs of the mortgagor. 
In execution of that decree the property was sold 
subject to the mortgage, and purchased by B. on the 
12th August 1864. Before confirmation of the sale, 
JB., on the 1st September 18G4, sold it to C, who, on 
the 30bb March 1877, conveyed it by deed to tho 
plaintiff. On the 27th September 1877 the plaintiff 
brought a suit for redeeming the property, and at the 
hearing produced a certificate of sale, dated the 27th 
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PURCHASE OP MORTGAGED PROPERTY 
•^continued, 

Furohaae subject to mortgage— con^intted. 
October 1877. The certificate was applied for in 
May 1877, and issued to (7., reciting the sale to B., 
and the sale by B. to O. The Court of first instance 
allowed the plaintiff to redeem on payment of a cer- 
tain sum of money to the defendant. The Assistant 
Judge, on appeal, reversed the decree of the first 
Court on the ground that the certificate of sale was 
not ill existence at the date of the institution of the 
suit, and that, therefore, the plaintiff had then no 
complete title. On appeal to the High Court, — Held 
that the plaintiff, having purchased and paid for the 
equity of redemption, was entitled to redeem, al- 
though the certificate of sale was not issued until 
after the suit had commenced. If a party, whose 
title is to some extent imperfect, seeks to redeem, 
and is able to prove a perfect title at the hearing of 
his cause, he should have a decree for redemption. 
Harkisandets Narandas v. Bai Ichha, I. L. jS., 4 
Bom,, 155, and Lalhhai Lakhmidas v. Naioal Mir 
Kamaludin Husen Khan, 12 Bom., 247, explained and 
distinguished. Kbisunaji Ravji v. Gakbsh Bapitji 
[I. li. R., 6 Bom., 139 

108. Purchaser of mortgagor’s 

interest. — Priority. — Purchaser of value without 
notice of a prior san-mortgage, — Suit hy mortgagee 
agairtst purchaser to establish right to attach pro- 
perty, — Right of purchaser to redeem. — Parties . — 
Form of decree.— On the 23rd March 1869 a house 
was mortgaged by its owner, P., to J. by a san- mort- 
gage. After the death of P., his heirs, 2). and T., on 
the 9th J uly 1809, executed to the plaintiff a san- 
mortgage of the same house for B62. That mort- 
gage was neither registered nor accompanied with 
possession. On the 27th July 1869 2>. and T. sold 
the house to the defendant. The deed of sale was not 
registered. A part of the purchase-money was ap- 
plied to the payment of the first san-mortgage, which 
was then delivered up to the defendant, with a re- 
ceipt on it by J"., who acknowledged to have received 
Brom the defendant the amount duo on his mortgage. 
The defendant, however, omitted to take an assign- 
ment of that mortgage to himself. The plaintiff 
sued B, and T. on his san-mortgage of the 9th July 
1869, and in 1872 obtained a decree for the recovery 
of the mortgage-debt out of the mortgaged proper- 
ty. The defendant was not made a party to that 
suit. The plaintiff attached the house in execution 
of his decree, but the attachment was raised on the 
application of the defendant under section 246 of the 
Civil Procedure Code, Act VIII of 1859. The plain- 
tiff^ then sued the defendant to establish his (plain- 
tiff’s) right to attach and sell the house under his 
san-mortgage. The defendant answered that he was 
a purchaser for value, without notice of the plaintiff’s 
mortgage. The plaintiff’s claim was dismissed by tho 
first Court, but allowed by the Appellate Court. On 
special appeal, — Held that tho defendant’s plea that he 
was a purchaser for valuable consideration, and without 
notice of the plaintiff’s san-mortgage, would not avail 
to defeat that mortgage under the established usage of 
Gujarat in favour of san-mortgages. Held, further. 


VENDOR AND PURCHASER— 

13. PURCHASE OP MORTGAGED PROPERTY 

•^continued. 

Fur chaser of mortgagor’s interest— con* 

tinned, 

that the defendant, having become entitled by his 
purchase at least to the equity of redemption in tho 
house, ought to have been made a party to tho plain- 
tiff’s original suit on his mortgage, and was not 
bound by the decree in that suit, and was entitled to 
n reasonable time to redeem the house from the plain- 
tiff’s mortgage. Sohhagehand Oulabchand v. Bhai- 
chand, I. It. R., 5 Bom., 193, followed. Naban 
PUBSUOIAM V, DoLATBAM VlBOHAND 

[!• 1j« R., 6 Bom., 51 3 

14. PURCHASE-MONEY AND OTHER PAY- 

MENTS BY PURCHASER. 

109. Non-payment of pur- 

chase-money. — Tender. — Payment into Court . — 
Suit for specific performance, — Plaintiff had entered 
into a contract with one of the defendants for the 
purchase of certain immoveable property, and after 
he made a small advance the contract was written 
out and registered. Tho purchaser refusing to pay 
up the purchase-money unless the vendor paid the 
costs, or half the costs, of registration, the latter re- 
sold the property to a third person. The present suit 
was to compel the completion of the contract and 
delivery of the property. Held that the Court was 
bound to see whether it was or was not the intention 
that a complete and binding sale should take place, al- 
though the purchase-money was not paid. Held, also, 
that in bringing such a suit, the plaintiff was bound, 
if he had not previously tendered the money to the 
defendant, to pay it into Court. Mahadoo Bbqum 
V. Hubbebool Hosseik . . 15 W. B., 44 

110. Advance of purchase- 

money. — Lien on purchase. — Repayment. — Suit for 
possession. — B. advanced money to A. for the pur- 
chase of an estate. The estate was purchased by A., 
but it was conveyed to B. Held that before A, 
could maintain a suit to obtain possession of the land, 
he was bound to pay or tender the money advanced 
by B. Bhotbub Chundeb Sbin v. Anundmoye 
Chowdhbain .... Marsh., 494 

XIL Bight to refund of pur- 

chase-money. — Failure to give possession, — Suit 
for purchase-money, — A purchaser of property of 
which possession was contracted to bo given, but the' 
vendor is unable to fulfil tho contract, is at liberty to 
sue for repayment of the purcliase-money, and is not 
obliged to sue for possession of the property. Mo* 
HiTN Lal e. Bbhabbb Lal . . 8 N. W., 836 

112. — ‘ Bond fide pur- 

chaser. --Refund of pwtehase-money, — A bond fide 
purchaser was held to be entitled to a refund of the 
purchase-money in a case where some dispute having 
arisen as to the purchase, the matter was referred to 
arbitration ; and it was held that tho vendor had no 
authority to sell. The principle of caveat emptot 
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V13NDOR AND PUBCHASNH — continued, 
14. PURCHASB-MONEY AND OTHER PAY- 
MENTS BY PURCHASER— 

Right to reflind of purehase-inoiiey— con- 

tinued, 

does not apply to such a case. Kishen Mohitn 
Shaha «. Ram Chundeb Dir • 3 W. B., 38 

113. Mefusal to per- 
form contract.^ Omission to repudiate sale. — Suit for 
recovery of purchase-money, — The defendants had 
sold certain property to the plaintiff. They after- 
ivards refused to effect mutation of names in favour 
of the plaintiff, on the ground that he had not paid 
off a certain mortgage on the property, which he had 
promised in the contract of sale to do. They did not 
repudiate the sale or the plaintiff’s title under it. E.eld 
that the refusal was not tantamount to a rescission of 
the sale, and that a suit for the recovery of the pur- 
chase-money would not lie. Sibaj-ood-dowlah «. 
NoobAhmfd .... 6N. W.,194 

114. Suit to recover 

deposit of purchase-money. — Obligation to tender 
conveyance for execution, — In a suit by a purchaser 
of immoveable property to recover a deposit, paid by 
him on account of the purchase-money to the auc- 
tioneer, the vendor having refused to convey to the 
purchaser, save by a deed which should describe the 
premises by reference to another deed, not shown to 
the purchaser at the auction, and of the contents of 
which he had not then any notice, — Held that the 
purchaser was not bound to have tendered a convey- 
ance engrossed to the vendor for execution, together 
with the residue of the purchase-money, before suing 
to recover the deposit. EssAJi Adamji v. Bhimji 
PuBSHOTAM . . .4 Bom., O. C., 125 

116. Illegal sale , — 

Sale by coparceners without assent of others , — 
"Where a sale by two coparceners in favour of 
another was set aside, on the ground that the sale by 
a coparcener without the consent of the others was 
illegal, — Held, on the suit of the vendee to recover 
the purchase-money from the descendants of the 
vendors, that the purchase-money was like a debt, 
and payable by the heirs, in proportion to the shares 
inherit^ by each. Oomedee v, Cuepa Lall 

[2 Agra, 264 

116, M efu nd of 
purchase-money hy heir talcing after widow. — Held 
that a party succeeding as heir to an estate, the sale 
of which, by the widow of the person from whom he 
inherits, has been set aside, is bound to refund the 
purchase -money paid to the widow for the purpose of 
discharging liabilities on the estate. Roostum 

: V, Alum Singh , , .1 Agra, 291 

117. Failure to regis- 
ter, — Suit for refund of pur chase-money.^ Set-off,--* 
The plaintiff agreed to purchase land and paid down 
the purchase-money, taking from the vendor an 
agreement that if he did not register the conveyance 
he would return the purchase-money. The plaintiff 
entered into possession, but the vendor failing to re- 
gister the conveyance, he sued to recover back his 


VNNDOB AND VV'RQ'SiA.'SSR-^oonitmed* 
14. PURCHASB-MONEY AND OTHER PAY- 
MENTS BY PURCHASER-co«^i»«ed. 

Bight to refund of parchaBo^money— cora- 
tinued, 

purchase-money. Held that he was entitled to a re- 
fund of the purchase-naoney. The purchaser who 
had obtained possession might or might not, accord- 
ing to the particular, circumstances of the case, be 
liable to pay the vendor a reasonable amount for the 
occupation of the land •, but when no set-off is plead- 
ed, the vendor could only claim such amount by a 
separate action. Coubt or Wabds v. Nitta Kali 
Debi . dB.Ii.R., A.C.,853:12W.B.,287 

See Qubu Pbasad Rot v, Dhanpat Singh 

[6 B. I.. B., Ap., 46 : 14 W. B., 20 

Pbabuhbam Hazba V, Robinson 

[3 B. Ii. B., Ap., 48 : 11 W. B., 398 

D8. Purchaser at 

revenue sale afterwards set aside, — Suit to recover 
purchase-money , — Voluntary payment. — A person 
who, with notice, buys property subject to a contin- 
gency, which may defeat or destroy the interest 
w’hich is the subject of the sale, is not entitled to be 
relieved from bis bargain and to recover the’purchiise- 
moncy, merely because the contingency contemplated 
actually happens, and the property either does not 
become, or ceases to he, available for his benefit. 
Ramtuhul Singh o. Bibsessub Lal Sahoo 

[16 B. li. B., 208 : 23 W. B., 305 
D. B., 2 I. A., 131 

Reversing the decision of the High Court in 
Bissebbub Lal Sahoo r. Ramtuhul Singh 

[11 B. L. B., 121 ; 19 W. E., 861 

119 . Voluntary payment.— Pay- 

meni to prevent sale. — A payment of money to pre- 
vent a sale about to be effected in execution of a de- 
cree cannot be called a voluntary payment, whether it 
is nuide by the judgment-debtor or by a third p4rty 
claiming the property. Ombito Lall Sibcab v, 
Kamdhun Chakee . . .18 W. B., 603 

120. . „ .. Payment hy 

purchaser at execution sale, — Purchaser looking to 
application of money to pay debts on estate,-— X 
purchaser was held entitled to recover the amount 
paid by him on account of previous mortgages, when, 
in making these payments, be merely acted for the 
debtor who bad borrowed the money from him, and 
what he did was to see that that money so borrowed 
was properly applied in clearing off the debts which 
rendered his own purchase unsafe, and of the ex- 
istence of which ho was at that time cognisant. 
Wajed Hobbein V, Ahmep Reza 

[17 W. B., 480 

121. Sale whilst un- 
der attachment, — Caveat emptor, — Fraud. — T. sold 
a mouzah, of which he was owner, to Z. At the time 
of sale the mouzah was under attachment in execution 
of a decree obtained against T. by M, Z. paid the 
amount of that decree to prevent the property which 
she had purchased being sold in execution. Z* was 
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VAUNJLiOB ANH PUBOHASBB — continued, 
14. PURCHASE-MONEY AND OTHER PAY- 
MENTS BY PURCHASER— 

Voluntary 'gerymffxi.t— continued. 

under no obligation otherwise to pay the amount of 
the decree. Held that Z, was entitled to recover 
against T , the amount so paid. Zahuban o. Tayleb 

[2 B. li. B., A. a, 86 : 10 W. B., 880 

122. — ■■■■ Purchase from 

Hindu toidou>, — Alienation eet aside hy heir, — Suit 
by purchaser to recover money paid on mortgage , — 
The plaintiff purchased an estate from a Hindu 
widow in possession, and after his purchase he paid a 
debt for which the property sold had been mort- 
gaged by the late husband of his vendor. Subsequent- 
^ the daughter of the vendor claimed the property 
as heir of her father, and recovered possession of it 
from the purchaser by suit. The purchaser then 
sued the heir for a refund of the amount of the mort- 
gage-debt paid by him. Held that the purchaser was 
entitled to recover. Poban Misea v, Habsaban 
Misba • . . . 8 B. Ij. B., Ap.9 66 

15. PURCHASERS, RIGHTS OF— 

123. Purchaser from Hindu 
executor. — Inquiry by purchaser. — Semble^ — A 
purchaser from a Hindu executor is not bound to sec 
to the exact amount of the debts which the testator 
has directed the executor to pay, or even to inquire if 
any such debts actually existed; he need not look 
further than the will itself. Rooplall Khettey «. 
Mohima Chubn Roy . 10 B. h . B., 271, note 

124. - - Specific performance, Bight 

to. — Sale honajide hut not affinal character. — Prior- 
ity over attaching creditor. — A deed of sale, though 
not strictly of a complete and final character, yet, if 
genuine and duly attested, may be sufficient to bind 
the property and to give the pundiaser the right to 
demand a specific performance of the contract and 
the execution of such further assurances as might be 
deemed necessary to invest him with a complete title 
to the property. Such a deed would necessarily pre- 
vail over any intermediate attachment of the property 
for debts due from the original proprietor. Lalla 
C uOOBEBLAL NAaiWDAS V, SAWAECHUNI) NaMEDAS 

[6 W. B., P. C., U1 

126. Validity of B&le,— Sale for 

valuable consideration, — Intention to transfer . — 
Held that the mere fact that the sale to the plaintiff 
was instigated by some discharged mortgagee does 
not of necessity make void the plaintiff's right as pur- 
chaser, if it be found that the vendor to the plaintiff 
had some right or interest in the property by inherit- 
ance, and transferred it for valuable consideration, 
with the intention that it should take effect as a 
transfer of his rights as heir. Mahomed Faizali 
Khan v, Gunga Rah . . ,1 Agra, 112 

126. 1 — ■ Conveyance hy 

mortgagee with power of sale. — Absence of confirm- 
alton by mortgagor. — B, ^ Co., mortgagees with 
power to sell, sold the mortgaged property to the 

V 


VBNBOB AND PUBCHA8EB---eoft^i«Md. 

16. PURCHASERS, RIGHTS OF— 

Validity of sale— eoa/iaued. 

defendants. No deed was executed until some years 
afterwards, when the mortgagor was dead. The 
deed was in the form followed when a mortgagee is 
the vendor, and the mortgagors join in the convey- 
ance ; but the words of conveyance were by the mort- 
gagees alone, and without any confirmation by the 
mortgagor. Held that the purchaser did not by the 
deed acquire an indefeasahle estate. Dodoett v. 
Wise 8 W. B., 167 

127. Bffeot of sale. — Purchase of 

rights cf Mahomedan widow. — Failure to take ac- 
tual possession . — By an order passed under Act XIX 
of 1841, A. was declared entitled to take possession 
of a fourth share of her deceased husband B.*s estate 
which devolved upon her according to Mahomedan 
law. B*8 nephew C. sued to recover this share on 
the ground that A. had been divorced and this suit 
was pending when the present suit was brought by 
the purchasers of A.*s rights. It being found that A. 
never took actual possession of her share under her 
decree and that C. was in possession of the whole 
estate,— that .4.'# vendees could not be placed in 
a higher position than their vendor was when suit 
was brought against her, and all that they were entitled 
to was the right to represent her in the pending suit. 
Mahomed Gowhue Ali Khan v. Azebmooddeen. 
Mahomed Gowhue Ali Khan v. Good Begum, 
Mohombd Gowhue Ali Khan v. Shubueunissa 
Begum .... W. B., 1864, 93 

128. Purchaser of fractional 

share of estate. — Bight to cultivate land.— ‘Bate 
of rent . — In the absence of any reservation or restric- 
tion, the purchaser of a fraction of a share of an 
estate acquires a right either to cultivate a propor- 
tionate share of the lands cultivated by his vendors 
on the same conditions as to favourable rents as those 
under which they, as i)ioprictors, cultivated it, or to 
claim his share of the rents of these lands just as ho 
would from any ryot of the estate, but without any 
other sum as mesne profits. Chytun Singh v, 
Kayessue Koonwub . . . 6 W. E., 117 

129. Specification of land sold. 

— Purchase of specified land with description of 
amount . — A party who buys a specified talook with 
the additional description that that talook contains so 
much laud, gets the whole laud which the specifica- 
tion of his vendor covers and which was intended to 
be sold, although it may be more than was contained 
in the description. Amebeoonissa Khatoon v. 
Kumola Kant Roy . . .14 W. B., 117 

130 ^ Omission to 

specify area sold. — Misdescription, — CompvnsaHt.on 
for smaller area.— The specification in a d^ of sale 
of land of the area of the land sold primd facie implies 
that the area was regarded as material by the parties, 
and, unless it is clear that the precise area was not 
regarded as material, proportional compensation will 
Ihj awarded to the purchaser of land the real area of 
which is found to fall short of the area specified in 

9 l2 
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VBNDOB AUD FUBCHABBR— eoirfiatMd. 
16. FUBCHASERS. BIGHTS OF— conitnued. 
Bpedficatloii of land sold ^continued, 

Vadf e. Teieimji 

. . IB Bom., 10 

ISjL Specification in 

sale certiJicate-’^Sale purchaser at execution 
sale who has obtained possession under a certificate 
of sale more extensive than the ‘decree.— Where a 
decree«holder obtains an order for the sale of his 
judgment-debtor's interest in certain property, and, 
becoming purchaser at the sale which follows, receives 
a sale certificate going beyond the order, he cannot 
avail himself of anytliing in the certificate beyond the 
order. If, however, he obtains possession according to 
the certificate, and sells to a bond fide purchaser with- 
out notice of the difference between the certificate 
and the order of sale, the latter has a good title. 
Qowbbe KumuIi Bhuttachaejee V. SuauT Chun- 
DEB Doss Biswas . . . 22 W. B., 408 

182. Non-registration, Effect 

of . — Proof of actual contract of sale and possession 
on payment of purchase-money. — Held that it does 
not follow from the non-registration within the time 
fixed for registration of a deed which was executed 
before the Registration Act came into operation, that 
the purchaser has acquired nothing by his purchase, 
or that the vendor is to resume possession of the pro* 
perty, if it he shown that there was a contract of 
sale, and that in pursuance of that contract the 
purchaser paid the money and obtained possession. 
Ram Subun Dabs v. Bam Cuukb . 1 Agra, 283 

133. Non-registration.— of 

decree, — Decree on mortgage-bond. — Registration . — 
JRight to execute decree. — A decree-holder purported 
to sell to A,^ by private sale, all his right, title, and 
interest in a mortgage-decree obtained by him in a 
suit on a mortgage-bond against the mortgagor. The 
deed of sale was not registered. Afterwards, by a 
registered deed of sale, A. conveyed all his right, title, 
and interest in the same decree to B. Held that 
the right to execute the decree as a mortgage-decree 
did not pass to B. Koob Lall Ciiowdhby r. Nit- 
TYA Nund Sinoh . . I. Ia. R., 9 Calc., 889 

S. C. Hub Lal Chowdhby «. Nittyanund 
S iKGH . . . . 12 C. li. B., 893 

134. Assignment of indigo fac- 
tory. — Right to rent and to indigo manufactured . — 
Where a plaintiff sued on the alleged purchase by 
him of the rights and interests of certain parties in 
an indigo concern, it was held that the rents collect- 
ed and appropriated, and the indigo manufactured 
and taken away before the date of the purchase, 
could not form part of the stores and assets sold to 
the plaintiff, unless the sale of the assets, &c., had 
been as from some date prior to tlio date of purchase. 
Chunbbb Coomab Roy v. Wilkies 

[10 W.B.,311 

136. Assignee, Lia- 

hilitg of, to creditor of the factory. — Creditor, 
Eights of. — Dena powna, Contract to take over 


VENDOB AND FUBCHASEB-(K>sffsiiAr. 

15. PURCHASERS, RIGHTS OY— continued. 
Assignment o*f indigo factory— 

—A., by deed duly registered, assigned his interest 
in an indigo factory to B. In the deed ^s a 
rocital that it had been agreed that B, should 
take over the dena powna account of the factory as 
the same stood on the 30th September 1856. C. 
sued A. and B. jointly to recover rent in respect of 
lands which had been occupied under a lease from C. 
with and for the use of the factory, and which was 
due on the 30tb September 1856. B. raised the defence 
that the debt was not included in a schedule, dated 
30th September 1856, signed by A., and which he 
alleged had been furnished to him by A, as contain- 
ing a list of the liabilities of the factory. Held, if a 
trader or other person in this country assigns his 
stock in trade and effects to another, and such other 
person enters into a contract with the first to pay the 
debts of the concern, or a certain portion of such 
debts, the contract and assignment create a liability 
to the creditors in whose favour such contract is 
made, which they may enforce by suit; nor is the 
creditor bound to elect between his original debtor 
and the assignee, hut he may join them as co-defend- 
ants in the same suit. Held, also, per Peacock, C. 
J.y and Nobman and Kemp, JJ. (Stbbb and 
Setok-Kabb, JJ,, dissenting) ^ the case must be 
remanded to the lower Court to try what was the 
agreement between A. and B. as to B. taking over 
the dena powna account of the factory, whether the 
schedule was an essential part of the contract or not. 
Kbaenes V. Bhawani Chaean Mittbb 

[B. L. B., Sup. Vol., 64 : W. B., P. B., 167 

Phool Koonwae V. Chabdoe 

[6 . B., Actf X, 89 

136. Liability of 
assignee to creditor, — Bond givenhy former proprie* 
<or,— When the holder of a bond from the former 
proprietor of an indigo factory had made no demand 
on it for twelve years, nor apprised the assignee of 
its existence as a debt due by the factory, it was held 
that he could not come down on the present proprie- 
tors, but must look to the obligor of the bond person- 
ally for satisfaction. Hubbbbueissa v. Cox 

[W. B., 1864, 266 

16. SETTING ASIDE SALES. 

137. Ground for setting aside 
sale. — Stipulation to have mutation of names . — 
Refusal of revenue authorities to register name of 
purchaser. — Where a person purchased certain lands 
under a deed of sale, in which the vendor undertook 
to apply to the revenue authorities for the transfer 
of the lands to the name of the vendee, and did so, 
and both persons clearly understood what they were 
doing, — Held that the refusal of the revenue 
authorities to enter the purchaser’s name in the 
mutation register did not constitute a ground for can- 
celling the sale and recovering the purchase-money. 
Geueeba Kojliia V. Debbedbo Nabaie Koewab 

[26 W. B., 362 
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16. SETTING ASIDE SALES— eontiiiiMiI. 
Oround for setting aside sale— 

188. ; Bon&fids pur- 

those from guar ditan qf Kindu widow acting collu- 
oivelg. — The plaintiff was entitled, in right of her 
deceased husband, to the equity of redemption in a 
mortgaged estate. Her guardian, in collusion with 
the mortgagee, instituted a foreclosure suit, in which 
she was represented by the guardian, who submitted 
to a decree ; and under that decree the property was 
sold, and the defendant became the purchaser. Meld 
that the defendant being a bond fide purchaser, the 
sale was not liable to be set aside. Khktebmokbb 
Dassbb V. Kishbnhohuk Mittbs . Marsh., 313 

S. C. S3 BHBN MITTBB V, KHETTEBMOyEB 

Dasseb . . 2 Hay, 196 

17. VENDOR, RIGHTS AND LIABILITIES 
OP— 

139 , — Unpaid vendor.— 

to deliver under payment, — Right after delivery , — 
A party selling land may refuse to give delivery until 
the tcopsidcration is paid; but having given delivery, 
lie has no right to retake possession and pay himself 
the purchase-money out of the usufruct. Pbbm 
^ SOONDTTBEB DOSSIA V, GbISH CHUNDBE BSFTTA- 
* OSABJBB . . . . . 10 W. B., 194 

IM. Failure to pag 

whole of consideration-money, — When a vendor of 
land is not paid a portion of tlie consideration-money, 
be cannot wholly disaffirm the contract, but he can 
establish his lien on the land as an unpaid vendor. 
Mohsttm Axly V, Balasoo Kobb . 2 Hay, 576 

Vendor's lien 

for unpaid purchase-money , — In a suit claiming pos- 
session of land purchased by the plaintiff from the 
defendant, the Munsif threw out the claim for want 
cf consideration ; hut the District Judge found that 
the plaintiff was entitled to have the land, and that 
the defendant might sue for the purchase-money. 
Held that the equitable doctrine of the vendor’s lien 
for unpaid purchase- money applied to the case, but 
as the District Judge had not decided whether the 
defendant had succeeded in proving that the pur- 
chase-money had not been paid, the suit should be 
remanded for a finding by him on that issue. Ybl- 
XAPPA BIN BIBAFFA 0. MaNDAFPA SIN BaSAFPA 

[3 Bom., A. C., 102 

142. - - - Failure to pay 

portion of purchase-money. — The vendees of oertairi 
land, a portion of which only was in tlieir possession 
by virtue of the sale, the rost being in the possession 
of mortgagees, sued for a declaration of their right 
to such land, and to have a sale of a portion of such 
land, made ^tor it had been sold to them, set aside. 
Meld that, inasmuch as the sale to them had taken 
’ effect, they were entitled, notwithstanding the whole 
of the purchase-money might not have been paid, to 
a decree as claimed, and the vendors, if they had any 
claitt in respect of the purchase-money, should bo 
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Unpaid vendor— oon«n«sd. 
left to seek their remedy. Kesbi «. Ganoa Pea- 
sad I.L.R.,4 Allies 

143. Stoppage in 

transitu. — Lien of unpaid vendors, — Agents for 
purchase of goods. — Insolvency. — Right of carriers, 
—A firm at Cawnpore sent an agent to Sarun, plain- 
tiff's residence, to effect purchases in cotton, and the 
plaintiff, at the instance of the person so deputed, 
made purchases and supplied funds, both for purchase 
and for their carriage and insurance, the agent doing 
nothing but consenting to the arrangements and giv- 
ing hundis on his employer's correspondents in pay- 
ment. Tlio goods were despatched and insured, but 
before reaching their destination the firm became 
insolvent, and the plaintiff proceeded to take posses- 
sion of them, but was prevented on account of the 
goods being previously attached by the defendant, a 
judgment-creditor. It was held on pbiintiff's suit 
that the plaintiff was an unpaid vendor, and had a 
lieu on the goods for the price, and might detain the 
goods till he receivwl or was satisfied almut the pay- 
ment for the said goods, a completed contract for the 
sale of the goods notwithstanding. An unpaid vendor, 
in case of the vendee's insolvency, may stop the goods 
sold in transitu. Agents for the purchase of goods 
have a lien on the goods whon purchased for the 
moneys paid and liabilities incurred by them in respect 
to such purchase, and are not bound to deliver the goods 
until they are reimbursed or secured for such ad- 
vances and liabilities, and an agent in this character 
is in the position of an unpaid vendor. Whore the 
vendor is not otherwise paid than by having received 
tlie insolvent's acceptance, he may in the event of 
the purchaser's insolvency stop the goods, though he 
have negotiated the bills^ and they arc still outstand- 
ing and not yet at maturity. Whilst the goods sold 
remain in the hands of the carrier employed to con- 
vey them to their original destination, as between 
buyer and seller, no case of constructive possession 
arises, unless when the carrier enters expressly into 
some new agreement, distinct firora the origin^ con- 
tract for carriage. So also the mere acts of making 
or sampling the goods, or giving notice to the carrier 
to hold the goods for the buyer, thougli done with 
intention to take possession, do not establish a con- 
'struefcive possession, or affect the right to stop in 
transitu. Where the right of stoppage in transitu 
vests in the consignor, it cannot be defeated by the 
claims of otlicr creditors of the consignee, the unpaid 
vendor having an elder and preferential lien. Bbo- 
xanatb; V, liAU Nath . . « 2 Agra, 11 

144. .w— -.rw.m.www 

ahle property. — Non-payment of purchase-money.^ 
Vendor's remedy. — A vendor of immoveable property 
wbo has given possession to the purchaser is not 
entitled to rescind the contra' it of aale and recover 
possession because the purchase -money is not paid. 
His remedy is to sue for the «um due, and he has a 
lieu on the property for the amount. 
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Unpaid vendor— 

Raohaysndba V. Mukioipal CoMifissioNEBS or 
Hubli . « . . L li. R., 3 Bom., 172 

145. • Lien . — Creditor 
of vendor, Might of, to lien. — Mortgage. — Although 
an unpaid vendor holds a lien upon property sold for 
the consideration-money, yet a creditor of that vendor 
cannot claim the same right. Habi Ham «. Dbna- 
PUT SlKGH 

[I. D. R., 9 Calc., 167 : 11 C. K R., 339 

146. Conditions of sale. — Sale 

hg Government. — Auction sale of confiscated pro- 
perty. — Ground for setting aside sale. — Where it 
was made a distinct condition of sale that the pro- 
perty should he sold to the highest bidder, without 
any restriction of the purchaser being a rebel or not, 
— Meld that the Government may, like any other 
seller, impose any condition it pleases in reference to 
the property which it offers for sale, prior to sale, 
but is not at liberty subsequently to the sale to dis- 
affirm or annul it on a ground not only novel but 
directly at variance with the terms on which it 
offered the property for sale. Seva Lall v. Ma- 
homed 2 Agra, 160 

147. Vendor keeping vendee 
out of possession. — Suit for partition. — Trustee. 
— Mesne profits. — Where, in a suit for partition, it 
appeared that the vendor of the portion sued for had 
kept the vendee out of possession, the vendor, though 
liable for mesne profits, was not in the jwsition of 
trustee of the rents for the party kept out of jmsses- 
sion. Nilkamal Lahdbi v . Gunomani Dkbi 

[7 B. L. R., P, O., 113 ; 16 W. R., P. C., 88 

18. MISCELLANEOUS CASES. 

148. Deed of sale. Proof ot.Suit 

for possession under deed of sale. — Delivery of deed 
of sale.— In a suit for possession of land on the 
ground of title under a kobala, it is not enough for 
the plaintiff to prove the writing and signature of 
the kobala; he must also prove that it was delivered 
as a complete instrument. Omed Ali v. Nidheb 
Ram 22 W. R., 367 

149. FietitioUB sale. — Mortgage. 

—Suit by purchaser for confirmation of possession, 
— Issues. — Where a sale by A, to the plaintiff had 
taken place shortly before a mortgage of the same 
property by A. to the defendant, the defendant is 
entitled to have raised, in a suit brought for confirm- 
ation of possession and to declare the sale valid, an 
issue whether the sale was bond fide and for con- 
sideration, and whether possession passed under it to 
the plaintiff. The proper issue is not whether the 
deed of sale was genuine or not. Gabbhit Bhagat 
r. Runglal Sing . , 7 B. L. R., Ap., 38 

160. Owner standing by and 

seeing property sold.— to have sale set 


VENDOR AND PURCHASER— 

18. MISCELLANEOUS CASES— con«w«ed. 

Owner standing by and seeing prox>erty 
sold — continued. 

aside. — The rule that one who, knowing his own 
title, stands by and encourages a purchase of pro- 
perty as another’s, will not be allowed to dispute the 
validity of the sale, implies a wilful mi slewing of 
the purchaser by some breach of duty on the owner’s 
part. In this case there was nothing more than 
mere quiescence. Babwantafa Shidapa u. Ranit 
[I. Ij. R., 9 Bom., 86 

161. — ^ Purchaser from husband. 

—Acquiescence of wife. — Suit to set aside purchase 
as being wife*8 property.— Where a husband was 
alleged to have given a share in some property to his 
wife, and the husband subsequently sold the whole 
property to another party, and put the said party in 
possession, without any objection from the wife, who 
for years behaved as though she had no interest in 
the property other than that arising from her hus- 
band’s possession of it in his own right, — Held that 
a person afterwards claiming to have purchased the 
wife’s share, and seeking to ho put in possession, 
could not displace the bond fide purchaser from the 
husband, for a person in the position of the wife in 
this case, who chooses to stand by for years not as- 
serting her rights, but allowing another to deal with 
her property as his own, has no equity to come into 
Court and eject any one who has purchased in ignor- 
ance of her title. Soojat Mahomed v. Mahomed 
Tobab 26 W. R., 281 

152 . Grant of estate when hav- 

ing bad title.— Vendor afterwards obtaining good 
title. — Specific Relief Act (/ of 1877), s. 18. — A. 
holding a certain mchal as a glmtwal, mortgaged it to 
3. by way of a zur-i-peshgi lease for twenty-one years. 
Shortly after the granting of the lease the /.emindar 
got a decree against A. by which A.*s ghatwali right 
was extinguished. In execution of that decree, the 
zemindar ousted and took khas possession of the 
mehal. Some years afterwards, the zemindar granted 
to A. a j)erpetual mokurrari lease of the same mehal. 
Meld, in a suit against A. instituted by the assignee 
of B.’s rights in the zur-i-peshgi, that under section 
18, Act I of 1877, A. must, out of his present estate 
in the mehal, make good the zur-i-peshgi. Loot 
Nabain Singh v. Showkee Lall 

[2 C. li. R., 382 

163. Separate agreement by 

purchaser. — Subsequent exercise of pre-emption . — 
Co-sharers. — Where a vendor in selling his property 
got the vendee to execute another deed in his favour 
for certain bighas of land for bis maintenance, and 
subsequently, on the completion of the bargain, a co- 
sharer took that property by right of pre-emption, — 
Meld that the agreement, l^ing in fact a part of the 
consideration for sale and bond fide, was binding on 
the pre-emptor, who could not claim to have the 
bargain made with him on more favourable terms 
than those offered by the stranger and accepted by 
the vendor, the fact that he was no party personally 
to the agreement notwithstanding. Ehait Singh 
V, Heeba Dass . ... 1 Agra, 76 
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18. MISCELLANEOUS CASES— 

154 , Right of pre-emption.— 

Option of getting estate re-transferred. — Mortgage, 
— In July 1870, iZ., the owner of a share of a village, 
executed in favour of M. an instrument whereby he 
transferred by sale the share to M. absolutely. In 
November 1870 M. agreed to re-transfer the share 
to i2., if jS. desired, at any time within thirteen years, 
to re- purchase it, on payment of the sum which M. 
had paid for it. During the term mentioned in the 
agreement of November 1870, B, not having taken 
advantage of the agreemeut, M, sued, as owner of 
the share, to enforce the right of pre-emption in re- 
spect of the sale of another share of the village. 
Held that, M. having hecome under the transfer of 
July 1870 the out-and-out proprietor of the share, 
until B. availed himself of the option given him by 
the agreement of November 1870, the full estate of 
an owner, carrying with it the right of pre-emption, • 
vested in Jf'., and it was competent for him to enforce 
such right by suit. Bamsaran Lai v. Amirta Kuar, 
I. L, B.f 3 AIL, 369, distinguished. Bhajan «. 
Mushtak Ahmad . , L Xi. R., 5 All., 824 

155. Condition 
against alienation, — The co-sharers of a certain 
estate sold it to B, On the same day as the vendors 
executed the conveyance of such estate to B., the 
latter executed an instrument whereby he agreed 
that the vendors might redeem such estate or any 
portion thereof, within a certain term, on repayment 
of the purchase- money or a proportionate share 
thereof, and in such case the sale would be consider- 
ed cancelled; provided that the vendors paid the 
money out of their own pwkets and did not raise it 
by a transfer of the property, and not otherwise. 
The heir of one of the vendors sold his share of such 
estate to A., and A. sued B. to redeem such share. 
Held by the Full Bench (Stuaet, C. J., doubting) 
that the nature of the transaction between B, and 
his vendors must be determined by looking at both 
the conveyance and the agreement, and, both those 
documents being regarded, the transaction between 
them was one of mortgage, and the vendors had a 
right of redemption, and the proviso in the agree- 
ment was inequitable and incapable of enforcement 
against them or their representatives in title. Held, 
also, by Pbaeson, J., that the agreement was not of 
the nature of a personal contract enforceable only by 
the original vendors and not by their representatives ; 
that, assuming that a transfer of the property was 
prohibited by the agreement, B, could not, as im- 
plied by the Full Bench ruling in Loolchchore Bai v. 
Hidayut-oollah, Agra, F, B., Ed. 1874, 5, treat as a 
nullity the sale which had been made to A., and A.*8 
right to redeem could not be reasonably denied and 
resisted ; and that a transfer was not positively but 
only implicitly prohibited by the agreement, B, mere- 
ly declaring that ho w'ould not recognise the trans- 
ferees as having acquired the equity of redemption 
or cancel his own sale-deed, and such a declaration 
w'as beyond his competence and had no legal effect. 
Bam SABAI7 Lal v, Amieia Kuae 

[L Ii. R., 3 All., 369 


VERBAL CONTRACT. 

See Limitation Act, 1877, aet. 76. 

[L L. R., 3 Calo., 619 

VERDICT OP CRIMINAL COURT. 

See Evidence — Civil Cases —-Miscella- 
NEODS Documents — Ceiminal Couet, 
Fhoobedinos in— 

[3 B. L. R., Ap., 2 
2 B. L. R., A. C., 31 
10 W. R., 66 
9 W. R., 77 
14 W. R., 493 
11 W. R., 171 

See Cases ttndee Res Judicata— Compe- 
tent Court— Ceiminal Couet s. 

VERDICT OP JURY. 

Col. 

1. Gbneeal Cases .... 6160 

2. Power to interfere with Ver- 

dicts 6163 

See Reference to High Court— Cri- 
minal Cases. 

[I. L. R., 10 Bom., 497 

See Cases under Revision — Criminal 
Cases— Verdict of Juey and Misdi- 
rection. 


1. GENERAL CASES. 

Verdict of majority.— of 

independent opinion. — The law requires a juryman 
to exercise his own understanding on the case sub- 
mitted to him, and to decide on evidence, and not to 
follow blindly the opinion of his fellows. ^ Where 
one out of three (in a jury of five) depends on the in- 
spection and inquiries of the other two, the verdict 
of the three is not that of a legal majority. Pbtam- 
BUE JuGi V. Nasaeuddy . 25 W. R., Cr., 4 

2. Qroimd for refusing to ac- 

cept verdict. — Verdict based on voluntary con- 
fessions. — Wherever trial by jury exists, the verdi(;t 
of the jury must he accepted, unless it is manifestly 
and certainly wrong. A verdict based on voluntary 
confessions is just as good as a verdict based ou the 
testimony of credible witnesses. It is tlie province 
of a jury to decide as to tbe credibility of witnesses. 
Queen v. Wuzie Mundul . 26 W. R., Cr., 26 

8, Unanimous verdict. — Further 

consideration of case by jury.— Dissent by Judge 
from unanimous verdict. — Procedure, — It is only in 
a case where the jury are not unanimous that a 
Court may require them to retire for further consi- 
deration. Where a verdict is unanimous, it must be 
received by the Judge, unless contrary to iJaw. 
Where a Judge dissents from the unanimous finding 
of a jury given in accordance with the law, tbe only 
procedure open to him to follow is that laid down in 
the fifth clause of section 263 of tlie Code of Crimi- 
nal Procedure. Government of Bengal v. Ma- 
UADDI . . I. L. 5 Calc., 871 

S. C. IDurssss «. Mahcssi . 6 C. L. B., 849 
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VEBDICT OP JURY— oowiinitad. 

1. GENERAL CASES — continued, 

4. • Dissent from verdict.— Oriutt- 

nal Procedure Code, 1872, e, 263, cl, 4 , — Tlie "dis- 
sent ” referred to in the 4th clause of section 263 of 
the Criminal Procedure Code (Act X of 1872) must 
be such a complete dissent as to load the Judge to 
consider it necessary for the ends of justice to sub- 
mit the case to tdie High Court. Ehfbesb v , 
Bhawanx . . I. Ij. B., 2 Bom., 525 

5. Reference to High 
Court. — Statement hy Judge of offence committed . — 
Criminal Procedure Code, 1872, ss. 263, 464. — It is 
the duty of a Judge in sending up a case to the High 
Court under sections 263 and 464 of the Criminal 
Procedure Code, 1872, when he disagrees with a ver- 
dict of acquittal, to state the offence which, in his 
opinion, has been committed. Empress v. Sahas Rab 

[1. li. B., d Calc., 623 : 2 C. L. B., 304 

6. Questioning jury as to their 

verdict. — Questione to member of jury as to 
reasons for vei^dict , — A Judge ought not to put 
questions to any of the jury as to his reasons for 
the verdict he has given. Queen «. Meajan 
Sheikh . • . .20 W. B., Cr., 50 

7. Questions as to 

grounds for verdict, — Power of Sessions Judge . — 
Per Garth, C, J., and Peinsep, J. (Mabkby, J, 
contra). — The rule laid down in Queen v. Wuzir 
Mandal, 25 TT. JR., Cr., 25, goes too far. Peinsep, 
J. (Maekby, j., contra). — The law does not prevent 
a Sessions Judge from asking a jury regarding the 
grounds for their verdict, and such a course is desir- 
able in iihe ends of justice. See Queen v. Sustiram 
Mundul, 21 W. R., Cr,, 1. Empress v. Mukhun 
Kumab 1 C. Ii. B., 275 

8. — Ambiguity in ver- 

dict. — Criminal Procedure Code, 1872, s. 263. — Un- 
der section 263 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 
1872, a Court was authorised to ask the jury such ques- 
tions as were necessary to ascertain what their verdict 
really is ; but where the verdict, although perhaps 
erroneous, is not ambiguous, it is the duty of the 
Judge to record it without further question. In the 
MATTEB OF DHUNUM KAZEB. EmPEESS V. HhUNUM 

Kazeb . I.Ij.B.,9Calc.,53:UC. Ii. B.,169 

9. Criminal Proce- 
dure Code, 1882, s. 303. — Although section 303 of 
the Criminal Procedure Code empowers a Judge to 
ask the jury such questions as are necessai^ to ascer- 
tain what their verdict is, it was never contemplated 
that, on ascertaining that the jury are not unani- 
mous, the Judge should make minute inquiries to 
learn the nature of the majority and its opinion, so 
that he should have the opportunity of accepting or 
refusing that opinion as a verdict according as it 
coincides with his owm opinion or not. Whatever 
may be the opinion of the Judge, if he goes so far as 
to ask the jury w^t is the exact majority, and w'hat 
is the opinion of the majority, he ought to receive 
that verdict without hesitation, and if he differs from 


VBBDICT OF 0 UBY— 

1. GENERAL CASES — continued. 

Questioning jury as to their verdict— 

continued, 

it he should proceed as directed by section 307. 
Hubby Churn Chuokbbbutty v. Empress 

[I. L. B., 10 Calc., 140: 13 C. Ii. B., 358 

10. Criminal Pro- 

cedure Code, 1872, s, 263, — In a case in which the 
accused was tried on charges of murder, culpable 
homicide, and causing grievous hurt, the jury ac- 
quitted him of murder, but convicted him on the 
other counts. This verdict was recorded by the Ses- 
sions Judge, who then, in accordance with section 263, 
Criminal Procedure Code, 1872, questioned the jury as 
to the grounds for their verdict, and the jury even- 
tually intimated their willingness to convict of 
murder. The Sessions Judge differed from the first 
verdict of the jury, but as he had recorded that ver- 
dict, he doubted whether he could accept the second 
verdict, and referred the case to the High Court 
under section 263. Meld that section 263 did not 
apply to such a case as this. There could be no 
verdict delivered, and no verdict finally recorded, un- 
til the last of the questions put by the Judge to the 
jury was answered; and as it appeared from the 
answers of the jury that their findings of facts dis- 
closed that the verdict ought to have been one of 
guilty on the charge of murder, the Judge should 
have entered the verdict of the jury as one of guilty 
of murder. The case was accordingly returned to 
the Judge to enable him to do that, and to pass such 
sentence as the law directed. It is only when it is 
necessary, in order to ascertain what the verdict of 
a jury really is, that a Judge is justified under section 
263 in putting questions to the jury. Queen v, 
SuBTiEAM Manual . . 21 W, B., Or., 1 

11. Special verdict, 
— Question put by Judge to jury after special 
verdict. — Penal Code, s. 330. — The prisoners were 
tried under section 330 of the Penal Code (for volun- 
tarily causing hurt to a girl), and under section 348 
(for wrongfully confining her). Circumstances of 
aggravation were alleged, as lifting up and using a 
sword, of lowering the girl into a well, and of prick- 
ing her with thorns. The jury in their verdict 
stated that they disbelieved these allegations, and 
also the (charge of illegal confinement, but that they 
believed that some slaps had been given. The Judge 
then asked the jury whether they convicted on either, 
and if so, which head of charge. They answered 
that they believed the prisoners had beaten the girl, 
and that they convicted them under section 330.’ 
Held that the question put by the Judge to the jury 
was a proper one, and not one of law. The convic- 
tion upheld. Such a case is not governed by the 
rules of English law as to special verdicts. Queen 
V. Haei Pbosad Gangooly 

[8 B. I-. B., 567 : 14 W. B., Cr., 59 

12. Form of verdict,— Culpable 
homicide , — Murder. — Illegal finding . — The finding 
of a jury that, although the accused killed the de- 
ceased, the crime was not murder because the accused 
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Form of verdiet-^continued, 

had no object in killing him, is not a legal finding, 
and does not amount to a conviction of culpable 
homicide not amounting to murder. Qubek «. Uc- 

kookGhosb. . . . IW. R., Cr.,60 

18. Penal Code, ss, 

322 and 335, — Verdict of guilty under section not in 
charge, — Grievous hurt with provocation, — Where 
a prisoner was charged under the Penal Code, sections 
304, 325, and 323, and the jury brought in a verdict 
of guilty under section 335, — Seld that he was not 
acquitted of grievous hurt, but found guilty of the 
offence described in section 322 with the extenuating 
circumstance which would confine the punishment 
within the limits specified in section 335. Queen v, 
Lushinabain Agoobi . . 23 W. R., Cr., 61 

14. Offence proved, 

though not independently charged, — Code of Crimi> 
nal Procedure {Act X of 1872), s, 457, — Penal Code 
(Act XLV of 186(f), ss, 149, 325. — The accused were 
charged under section 149, coupled with section 825, 
of the Peual Code, with, while being members of an 
unlawful assembly, committing grievous hurt. The 
jury disbelieved the evidence as^ the unlawful as- 
sembly, but unanimously found two of the accused 
guilty of grievous hurt under section 325, Held 
that such verdict was, under section 467 of the Code 
of Criminal Procedure, legally sustainable, although 
that offence did not form the subject of a separate 
charge. Section 467 enables a verdict to bo given on 
some of the facts which are a component part of the 
original charge, provided that those facts constitute 
a minor offence. Govebnment of Bengal v. Ma- 
HADDi . . . . I. Ii. R., 5 Calc., 871 

S. C. Emfbess V. Mahuddi . 6 C. L. R., 349 

16. Objections to verdict. — 

Ground for thinking verdict erroneous. — Where a 
party objects to the verdict of a jury, he ought to 
give the Magistrate reasonable primd facie ground 
for the opinion either that the jury did not in fact 
apply a judicial discretion to the case, or that the 
verdict was such as the jury could not have arrived 
at by a proper exercise of their discretion upon the 
materials before them. Bindabun Chundbb Dutt 
V, Dwabe;a Nath ^en . 23 W. R., Cr., 15 

2. POWER TO INTERFERE WITH 
VERDICTS. 

18. General principle restat- 

ing interference. — English law. — Position of 
Judge in India. — Criminal Procedure Code, 1872, s, 
263. — The Code of Criminal Procedure, section 263, 
casts upon the High Court the duty both of Judge 
and jury; but, notwithstanding this difference, 
which clothes it with greater powers and responsibi- 
lities than the superior Courts in England, it will, as 
far as may be, be guided by the principle of English 
law, that the verdict of a jury will not be set aside 
unless it be perverse and patently wrong, or may have 
been induced by an error of the Judge. In a proper 
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2. POWER TO INTERFERE WITH 

General principle regulating interference 

— continued. , 

case, however, the High Court will rectify the ver- 
dict of a jury. Reg. v, Khanbeeav Bajirav 

[I. Ii. R., 1 Bom., 10 

17. English law , — 

Acquittal by jury, — Disagreement by Judge, — Cri» 
minal Procedure Code (Act X of 1872) s, 263. — Not- 
withstanding the large discretionary powers vested in 
the High Court under section 263 of Act X of 1872, 
the Court will adhere generally to the principle of 
the Courts in Ehgland, — viz., that the Court will not 
set aside the verdict of a jury unless it be perverse 
and patently wrong, or may have been induced by 
the error of the Judge ; and when the Court is ask- 
ed to do so on the ground that the verdict is against 
the weight of evidence, the question is, not whether 
the learned Judge who tried the case was or was not 
dissatisfied with the verdict, or whether he would 
have come to the same conclusion as the jury, but 
whether the verdict was such as reasonable men 
ought to have come to. In the matteb op Dhu- 
NUM Kazeb. Emfbess v. Dhunum Kazbb 

[I. Ii. R., 9 Calo., 53 : 11 C. Ii. R., 169 

18. Exercise of 
powers of High Court. ^Criminal Procedure Code, 
1872, s. 263. — The Court should exercise the powers 
vested in it by section 263 of the Criminal Procedure 
Code (X of 1872) only when it finds the verdict of the 
jury clearly and patently wrong, and only sot such 
verdict aside, even if the Sessions Judge disagrees 
with it, when it is found unsustainable by the evi- 
dence. Queen v. Sham Bagdi 

[13 B. Ii. R., Ap., 19 : 20 W. R., Cr., 73 

Queen v. Nobin Chundeb Baneejee 

[13 B. Ii. R., Ap., 20 ; 20 W. R., Or., 70 

Queen v, Iswabya . ^14 B. Ii . R., Ap., 1 

Queen v. Hubbo Manji 

[14 B. Ii. B., Ap., 2, note : 21 W. R., Cr., 4 

19. Inconsistencies 

in evidence otherwise sufficient for conviction , — Cri* 
minal Procedure Code, 1872, s, 263 , — Whore there 
are reasons sufficient to warrant a jury in disbeliev- 
ing the witnesses and in giving the prisoner the be- 
nefit of the doubt raised by inconsistencies in that 
evidence, although another jury might have come to 
a different’ conclusion, the High Court will not inter- 
fere. It must be shown that the verdict of the jury is 
certainly unreasonable an^ perverse. Queen v. Sham 
Bagdi, 13 B. L. R., Ap., 19 : 20 fV. R., 73, cited and 
followed. In the matteb op Hubbbb Nabain 
Mooeebjea • . 2 C. Ii. B.i 518 

20. Exercise of power of inter- 

ference. — Ground for setting aside verdict, — Per- 
dict contrary to Judge* s charge to jury. — ^Where a 
jury convicted a prisoner contrary to the charge of 
the Sessions Judge, which charge was held by the 
High Court to have been a proper charge, the High 
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Court refused to interfere, although it concurred with 
the Sessions Judge in thinking that the verdict of the 
jury was not correct. The case was one in which an 
application could be made to the Government ; but as 
regards the Court the petitions were rejected. Quern 
n. Nidhbbrah Baodbe . 18 W. R., Cr., 45 

Contra^ Qubbn «. Shib Chundbe Mundlb 

[18 vr. R., Or., 48 

2L Omission to sum 

up properly, — Ground for setting aside verdict , — 
The omission of the Judge to sum up the case pro- 
perly to the jury is an error in law sufficient to jus- 
tify the setting aside of the verdict. No general rule 
can be laid down as to when a prisoner is prejudiced 
by a defective summing up, but in general, if the 
finding of the jury in such a case is one that an Ap- 
peal Court would set aside if the trial had taken place 
with assessors, the Court will interfere and set the 
verdict aside. llBa. c. Fatteohand Vastachand 

[5 Bom., Or., 85 

22. Criminal Proce- 

dure Code, 1S72, ». 263,“^ Ground for setting aside 
verdict, — Misdirection.— High Court set aside 
the verdict of a jury in this case, because the Judge 
in his direction to the jury omitted to point out the 
absence of evidence very material to the case of the 
prosecution, and because he directed the jury to at- 
tribute an undue importance to the statements or ex- 
cuses made by the prisoner in the explanation of cer- 
tain documents. Queen v, Gunoa Govind Palit 

[23 W. R., Cr., 21 

23. - - - • Inconsistent 

verdict, — Verdict of guilty. — Where a jury found an 
accused person guilty of murder, but refused to con- 
vict him because there had been no eye-witness of 
his crime, and on a second charge from the Judge 
refused to find him guilty at all, — Reid by the High 
Court, to whom the case was referred, that the 
Judge ought to have explained to the jury that the 
testimony of eye-witnesses was not necessary to the 
establishment of a charge of murder, and that the 
jury, if they had no doubt of the guilt of the ac- 
cused, were i^und to give effect to the conclusion at 
which they had arrived. Queen v, Gokool Kahab 

[25 W. R., Cr., 36 

24. ' Criminal Pro- 

cedure Code, 1872, s. 263. — Discretion of Court, ^ 
Setting aside verdict of acquittal of murder,-— 
A very large discretionary power is vested in the 
High Court by section 263 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure. No fixed rules can be laid down for the 
exercise of that discretion in every instance, and 
the decision in each case submitted must depend 
npon its own peculiar circumstances. In this case 
the Court set aside a verdict of acquittal of murder. 
EifFBBSs V. Mukhun Kumab . 1 C. L. R., 275 


VERDICT OP JURY— continued. 

2. POWER TO INTERFERE WITH 
VERDICTS— 

Exercise of power of interference— 

nued, 

25. ’ * Judge disagreeing 

with verdict. — Criminal Procedure Code, 1872, s. 
263, — Ground for setting aside verdict. — On a trial 
by jury before a Sessions Judge, the jury returned a 
verdict of guilty. The Judge disagreed with the 
verdict, and submitted the case to the High Court. 
Reid that the High Court had power to set aside 
the verdict of the jury, and to direct an acquittal. 
Section 263 of the Criminal Procedure Code (Act X 
of 1872) explained. Quern v. Koonjo Lbth 

[U B. L. R., 14: 20 W. R., Cr., 1 

26. Judge differing 
from verdict, — Acquittal hy magority of jury . — 
Criminal Procedure Code, 1872, s. 263. — Where a jury 
are not unanimous in their finding, and the Judge 
dissents from the opinions expressed by them, on the 
case being referred under section 263 of Act X of 
1872, the High Court is competent to find the 
prisoner guilty, notwithstanding an acquittal by the 
majority of the jury. Empbess v. Sahab Rai 

[I. Ii. R., 3 Calc., 623 : 2 C. L. R., 304 

27. Criminal Pro- 
cedure Code, 1872, s, 263. — Verdict of acquittal. — 
Power to reverse verdict of acquittal. — Where tho 
jury acquitted the prisoners on tho charges framed, 
but found certain facts which amounted to another 
offence, and omitted to convict the prisoners of that 
offence, as provided by section 457 of the Criminal 
Procedure Code, — Reid that the High Court could, 
on the case coming before them under section 263 of 
the Criminal Procedure Code, find the prisoners 
guilty of such offence. Empress v. Habai Mirdha 

[I. L. R., 3 Calc., 189 

Criminal Pro- 
cedure Code, 1872, s. 263.— Acquittal by jury.— The 
High Court, acting under section 263 of the Criminal 
Procedure Code, 1872, convicted the accused in this 
case on the facts, notwithstanding the verdict of 
acquittal come to by the jury. Queen v. Sidham 
S iBOAE • • . .20 W. R,, Cr., 16 

29 , Criminal Pro- 

cedure Code, 1872, s. 263 .—Acquittal hy jury.— 
Confession.— Evidence Act, s. 29.— The Court on a 
consideration of the evidence set aside the verdict of 
acquittal come to by a majority of the jury, holding 
that a confession made by the accused iKjforo the 
Assistant Magistrate was good, such confession, even 
if obtained by deception, being admissible under sec- 
tion 29 of the Evidence Act, 1872. Queen v. Ram 
Churn Ghosb . . 20 W. R., Cr., 33 

30. Criminal Pro- 
cedure Code, 1872, s. 263. — Acquittal hy jury. — The 
prisoner, who was charged with having committed 
murder, was found by the jury who tried him to 
have been of unsound mind at the time he committed 
the offence. The Sessions Judge differing on that 
point from tho jury referred the case to the High Court 
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VEBBICT OI* JURY— 

2. POWER TO INTERFERE WITH 
VERDICTS— 

Ezeroise of power of interference— 

nued, 

under section 263 of the Code of Criminal Procedure. 
Reid that in a case of this kind the High Court will 
not interfere without the very clearest proof that the 
jury were mistaken, and that the interests of justice 
imperatively required the Court to take action under 
the extraordinary powers conferred upon it by sec- 
tion 263, Code of Criminal Procedure. On a con- 
sideration of tho medical evidence, the Court declined 
to interfere with the verdict of acquittal which the 
jury came to. QaBKN c. Doobjodhtjn Shamonto 
alias Debjobob . . .19 W. B., Cr., 45 

81. Verdict of ac- 

quittal hy jury, — Criminal Procedure Code, 1872, 
s. 263. — Judge disagreeing from verdict of majority. 
—A majority of the jurors (four out of five) ac- 
quitted the prisoner on a charge of attempt to com- 
mit rape. The Sessions Judge disagreed with that 
verdict, and referred the case to the Higli Court 
under section 263 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 
because in his opinion the ofPence charged was 
proved. The High Court found that the evidence 
for the prosecution was fully worthy of belief and 
consistent with probabilities, and sentenced the pri- 
soner. In the matteb ob Tiltjokdhabeb 

[2 C. L. B., 1 

32. Criminal Pro- 
cedure Code, 1872, s. 263. — Interference with verdict 
of majority of jury where Sessions Judge dijfered . — 
The Sessions Judge, differing from a majority of tho 
jury, who acquitted the accused, referred the case to 
tho High Court under section 2G3 of the Criminal 
Procedure Code, 1872, to be dealt with as an appeal. 
Before proceeding with the case, the High Court 
considered it fair to the accused to give him notice to 
bring forward any objections lie might have to the 
Sessions Judge’s recommendation. On a consideration 
of the evidence, the High Court convicted the ac- 
cused of the offence with which he had been charged 
in the Court below. Quebn v. Oottum Dhoba 

[19 W. B., Cr., 38 

33. Criminal Pro- 
cedure Code, 1872, s. 263. — Differing from verdict 
of acquittal hy jury. — Where the Sessions Judge did 
not consider a confession to have been induced by 
illegal pressure, the High Court, upon a reference 
under section 263 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 
held it to have been properly admitted, and finding 
it to ho full and clear, and supported by reliable 
evidence, acted upon it by convicting the person who 
made it, notwithstanding his retraction of it in the 
Court of Session, and his being found not guilty by 
the jury. Rbg. v. Balvant V. Pendhareab 

[11 Bom., 137 

34. Criminal Proce- 
dure Code, 1872, s. 263. — Trial on different charges , — 
Discharge on some charges on which jury and Sessions 
Judge agree. — Reference of whole case to High Court, 
—In a case in which the accused were charged with 


VBBDICT OP JURY — continued. 

2. POWER TO INTERFERE WITH 
VERDICTS-— con^iittfed. 

Exercise of power of interference— conW- 

nued, 

murder (section 802, Penal Code), culpable homicide 
not amounting to murder (section 304), and volun- 
tarily causing grievous hurt (section 325), the Sessions 
Judge at the trial added a further charge of house- 
breaking by night in order to the commission of an 
offence (section 457). The jury unanimously ac- 
quitted the prisoners of the three original charges, 
and a majority of tho jury (four out of five) acquitted 
them also of the last charge. The Sessions Judge 
agreed with the verdict of the jury as regarded tho 
three original charges, and recorded a formal order 
acquitting and discharging the prisoners on these 
three charges. He differed from the majority as to 
tho fourth charge, and referred the case to the High 
Court under section 263 of the Criminal Procedure 
Code. Held that where (as in this case) the Sessions 
Judge had approved of a verdict on certain charges, 
and finally acquitted and discharged the accused as 
to these charges, the High Court could not under sec- 
tion 263 convict on the facts on these very charges. 
That section seems to contemplate only a case in 
which, without recording any order of acquittal or 
conviction, the Sessions Judge refers tho whole case. 
As there was nothing in this case to show on what 
grounds tho majority of the jury acquitted the pri- 
soners on the additional charge, and as the Sessions 
Judge agreed with tho unanimous verdict as to tho 
three original charges, the High Court presumed that 
the reason which weighed with the majority of the 
jury in finding the prisoners not guilty on the addi- 
tional charge must have weighed with the whole jury 
in finding them not guilty on all tho three other 
charges, and accordingly the Court could not set 
aside the verdict of the majority on the last count, 
without practically finding- directly in the teeth of the 
verdict of the unanimous jury on the first three 
counts. Queen v. Udya Chan&a 

[20 W. B., Cr., 73 

35. • • Verdict in accord- 

ance with charge. — Verdict disagreed with hy Judge. 
— Penal Code, ss. 302, 304, 325. — Reference under s, 
307, Act X of 1882. — A prisoner wjw charged under 
sections 302 and 304 of the Penal Code, and the Judge 
at the trial added a further charge under section 325. 
The Judge in his charge to the jury directed them that 
in the event of their finding the charges under sec- 
tions 302 and 304 unsustainable, they might find the 
prisoner guilty under section 325. . The jury unani- 
mously acquitted the prisoner on the charge framed 
under section 302, and a majority of them ac- 
quitted him on the charge framed under section 
304; but a majority of them found him guilty on 
the charge framed under section 326. The Judge 
disagreed with their finding as regarded the charge 
framed under section 304, and referred the case to 
the High Court under section 307 of the Criminal Pro- 
cedure Code. The High Court refused to interfere 
with the verdict, on the ground that the verdict could 
not be said to be manifestly erroneous, the Judge 
having heard the evidence and having expressed his 
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opinion to the jury that they might find the prisoner 
guilty under section 625. Qubbn-Emprbss «. Jao- 

• • • . !• L. B., 11 Calc., 86 

aa, ■ — ■ ■ Criminal Proce ^ 

dure Code, 1882, e. 269. — Jury rorongly treated as as- 
sessors hy Judge. — Unanimous opinion of jury treated 
as assessors accepted as formal verdict. — X. and N. 
were tried by a Sessions Court on charges of dacoity 
and murder. The jury returned a verdict of guilty 
on both charges. The Judge, contrary to the provi- 
sions of section 269 of the Code of Criminal Proce- 
dure, treated the jury as assessors in respect of the 
charge of murder, and, convicting X. and N. of da- 
coity, acquitted them of muider. Reid that the ir- 
regular procedure of the Judge could not deprive the 
verdict of the jury of its proper legal effect. Queen- 
Empbess V , Laeshma^a . L Ii. B., 9 Mad., 42 

VESTED lETEBESTS. 

See Cases ttndeb Hindu Law— Wild— 

CONSTEUCTION OP WILLS — SPECIAL 
Cases op Constbuction— Vested and 
Contingent Intebests. 

See Succession Act, s. 98. 

[I. L. B., 4 Calc., 304 

See Will— Construction. 

[I. Jj. B., 4 Calc., 304 

VESTING ORDER. 

See Cases under Insolvency— Claims 
OP Attaching Cbbdixobs and Oppicial 
Assignee. 

See Insolvent Act, s. 7. 

[6 B. L. R„ 309 
2 Bom., 150 : 2nd Ed., 147 
1 Bom., 251 
11 C. Ii. R., 389 
I. Ii. R., 3 Bom., 437 
I. Ii. B., 8 Mad., 654 
I. L. B., 7 Bom., 438 


VILLAGE CATTLE. 

See Pastubagb, Right to— 

[L L. B., 2 Born., 110 

VILLAGE CHOWKIDAB. 

See Bengal Regulation XX op 1817, 

s. 21 . . . 18W.B.,298 

VILLAGE MUNSIP. 

. I. L. B., 7 Mad., 220 
[I. L. B., 8 Mad., 600 
1. L. B., 5 Bom., 180 

VILLAGE MUNSIF^S PEON, 

See Cbiminal Pbocedubb Code, 1862, 

8. (45 1872, B. 90). 

[I. L. B., 1 Mad., 266 

VOLUNTARY ASSIGNMENT. 

See Cases undeb Insolvency — Volun- 
tary Conveyances, 

VOLUNTARY CONVEYANCE. 

See Contract Act, s. 25. 

[I. L. B., 2 All., 891 

See Cases under Debtor and Creditor. 

See Cases under Insolvency — Volun- 
tary Conveyances. 

See Insolvent Act, s. 26. 

[I. L. B., 3 Calc., 434 

Subsequent sale for value.— 

Avoidance of gift or settlement voluntarily made.-^ 
Stat. 27 JEliz., c, 4, — Where a person who has 
made a voluntary gift or settlement of an estate 
sells the same to another for value, the conveyance 
operates as a conveyance of the estate which the set- 
tlor had before the voluntary settlement, the Statute 
27 Elizabeth, Cap. 4, putting the settlement out of 
the way, so that it shall not affect the conveyance 
which is made to the purchaser : w^ords showing an 
intention on the part of the person who made the 
voluntary gift to convey to the purchaser all the in- 
terest or estate that he had, are sufficient to avoid 
such gift. Judah v , Abdool Kurrbbm 

[22 W. B., 60 


VICINAGE. 


VOLUNTARY PAYMENT. 


See Mahomedan Law— Pre-emption- 
Right OP Pre-emption— Co-sharers. 

[2 B. L. B., A. C., 63, 330 
6 B. L. R., 41 
14 W. R., 266 
8 W. R., 2, 413 
2 N. W., 100, 267 
2 W. B., 261 
9 W. B., 456 


VILLAGE ACCOUNTANT. 

See Criminal Pbocedubb Code, 1882, 
s. 4.5 (1872, s. 90). 

[1 L. B.,lMad.,i 


See Cases under Contract Act, sb. 69 
AND 70. 

See Contract Act, s. 72. 

[1. L. B., 7 Calc., 678 
See Cases under Contribution, Suit 
POR— Voluntary Payments. 

See Money had and received. 

[8 B. L. R., 418 
W. B., 1864, 206 
3 N. W., 162 
6 N. W., I 

See Money paid . . 7 N. W., 164 

[10 W. B., 400 
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VOLUNTARY RAYMENT--conftiii<6(2. 

See Moket Paid dndeb Pboobss oe De- 
OBBB . . I. L. B., 7 Mad., 686 

See Cases under Payment into Court. 
See Res Judicata — Adjudications. 

[13 B. L. R., 146 
iSee Cases under Sale bob Arrears of 
Bent— Deposit to stay Sale. 

See Cases under Sale for Arrears of 
Betenue— Deposit to stay Sale. 

See Sale in Execution of Decree— Sbt- 
TiNO ASIDE Sale— Bights of Pur- 
chasers — Ebcoveby of Pobohasb- 
monby . . 11 B. L. 121 

[15 B. L. B., 208 

See Vendor and Purchaser — Purohasb- 

MONBY AND OTHER PAYMENTS BY PUR- 
CHASER . . 2 B. L. B., A. C., 86 

[11 B. L. R., 121 
15 B. L. B., 208 
18 W. R., 603 
17 W. B., 480 
8 B. L. R., Ap., 65 

VOLUNTARY SETTLEMENT, BREACH 
OP COVENANTS IN— 

See Damages — Suits fob Damages— 
Breach of Contract. 

[L L. R., 2 Bom., 273 


W 

WAGERING CONTRACT. 

See Cases under Contract — Wagering 
Contracts. 

See Evidence- Parol Evidence — Vary- 
ing OR Contradicting Written In- 
struments . 1. L. R., 9 Calc., 791 

WAGES. 

See Attachment— Subjects of Attach- 
ment-Wages . 1 B. L. R., S. N., 16 
[I. L. R., 6 Bom., 132 

See Cases under Master and Servant* 

of labourers. 

See Bengal Act VI of 1866. 

[8 B. L. R., A. Cr., 39 

Suit for- 

age Small Cause Court, Mofussil— 

J UEISDICTION — W AGES. 

[6 B. L. R., Ap., 91 

See Small Cause Court, Rangoon. 

[I. L. R., 10 Calc., 878 

WAGING WAR. 

See Sentence— Transportation. 

Cr., 16 


WAGING WAR— conetfiti9(}. 

See Jurisdiction of Criminal Court- 
Offences committed only partly in 
ONE District — Abetment of Waging 
War . . 9B.L.R.,Ap.,86 

WAGING WAR AGAINSi? TBCB QUEEN. 

r Conspiracy to wage war.—2y-<?a- 

eon.’-^Mupriaion of treaeon.^Limitaiion of period 
for prosecution, — Penal Code, a. 121. —7 Will. III. 
c, 3, a. 5.— The offence of engaging in a conspiracy to 
wage war, and that of abetting the waging of war, 
against the Queen, under section 121 of the Penal 
Code, arc offences under the Penal Code only, and are 
not treason or misprision of treason ; and therefore 
the provisions of the Statute 7 William III., Cap. 
3, section 6, as to placing a limitation on the period 
for prosecution, are not applicable. Queen v. Amir- 
UDDIN . 7 B. L. R., 63 : 16 W. R., Cr., 26 

WAIVER. 

See Cases under Acquiescence. 

See Bond . . L L. R., 1 Bom., 46 

See Limitation Act, 1877, art. 75. 

[I. L. R., 7 Mad., 577, 683 
6 N. W., 88 
11 Bom., 155 
I. L. R., 3 All., 614 
1. L. R., 6 AIL, 289 
I. L. R., 2 All., 867 
I. L. B., 6 Calc., 97 
I. L. R., 9 Calc., 857 

See Limitation Act, 1877, art. 179—Ob- 
DER FOR Payment at specified date. 

[I. L. R., 6 AIL, 289 
LL. R., 7 Calc., 66 
13 C. L. R., 243 
X. L. R., 13 Calc., 73 

by prisoner. 

See Criminal Proceedings. 

[I. L. R„ 2 Calc., 23 
LL. R., 6 Calc., 83 

of irregularity. 

See Limitation Act, 1877, art. 179 (1871, 
ART. 167)— Joint Decrees— Joint Db- 
CBEB-HOLDERS . I. 1m B., 4 Calc., 606 

- of objection. 

See Cases under Appellate Court— Ob- 
jection TAKEN FOE FIRST TIME ON 

Appeal. 

See Cases under Jurisdiction— Ques- 
tion OF Jurisdiction — Consent op 
Parties and Waiver of . 

1 , Waiver by conduot-^Appeal, 

— Irregularity, — Substitution of parties. — Consent, 
— Where the purchaser of a plaintiff's rights was 
substituted for the plaintiff, the irregularity was 
held to be cured by the consent of the defendant, 
implied in his offering no opposition, but appealing 
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from tlie judgment on the merits, making the sub- 
stituted plaintiff one of the respondents. Bbbb Chun- 
DBE Boy V. Tumsebooddbbn . 12 W. R., 87 

2. Appeal, — Right 

of objection to prooHdinga taken in accordance with 
appeal to High Court, — Where a party, dissatisfied 
with the decision of the lower Court, appeals to the 
High Court and reopens the whole case, he must 
acquiesce in the result finally arrived at by the Court 
below in accordance with the instructions of the 
High Court in his appeal. Gunoaeam Dittt v, 
Chowlhby Jumkajoy Mullice . 1 C. li. R,, 144 

8, Withdrawal cf 

objection. — Raising same objection subsequently . — 
Where parties have, before the Deputy Collector, 
withdrawn their objections to nn Ameen’s report, the 
lower Appellate Court should not allow the same ob- 
jections to be revived before it. Bhugobutty Bub- 
HOlfBB V, Goub Chundbb Mdndul 

[9 W. R., 267 

Kantbe Chui^deb Dutt v, Gopek Madhub 
I^BOGBB . . . . 11 W. R., 3 

4. — — Objection to non- 

service of notice of execution, — Appearance, — Where 
a judgment-debtor appears and contests the decree- 
holder^s right to execute his decree, he cannot object 
that no notice was served as required by law, having 
impliedly waived the objection. Gbish Cuubdbb 
Baeebjeb 0. Bhaeoo Motbe Chowbueain 

[U W. R., 829 

6. — - Waiver by judg- 

ment- debtor of objection. — Right to deduct mesne 
profits, — A judgment-debtor claiming a deduction 
on account of mesne profits deereed against him 
should make good his claim when ca^Jlcd upon by the 
Court executing the decree. Failing to do so he 
loses his remedy. NuBO CooMAB Chattebjee v, 
Bamdhun Cuattebjeb • • 15 W. R., 266 

6. - - Omission to take 

objection, — Remand. — Held that the defendant, not 
having taken an objection to the suit on the ground 
of the minority of the plaintiffs, whilst it was iKjnd- 
ing in appeal to the High Court, were precluded 
from raising it on remand. Beni Ram Bhutt v. 
Ram Lal Dhubbi . . I. L. R., 13 Calc., 189 

7. Effect of waiver, — Landlord 

and tenant , — Waiver of right of forfeiture for non- 
payment of rent.-^-S, landlord who has waived his 
right to sue for the cancclmcnt of a lease on the 
ryot's failure to pay six successive instalments, is not 
barred by limitation from suing for cancelinent 
on further breaches of the covenant. Dulli Chand 
V, MEjibb Chand Sahoo . . 8 W. R., 138 

8. Waiver of vendor 

binding on purchaser, — Sale for arrears The 

Government, as auction-purchaser of the zemindari 
right of a pergunnah, having waived all right to can- 
cel the tenures of the talookdars, and having admit- 
ted them to settlement and otherwise recognised 


WAIVER,— Bffedt of waiver— rOBf/nW. 

their rights, it was held that the defendant, a pur* 
chaser, could not put in force against the talookdara 
any rights which his vendor had waived. Obhoy 
Chubn Roy v, Asavoollah 

[2 W. B., Act X, 81 

9. Waiver of rights under 

mortgage* — Resumption by Government of mort- 
gaged land under Land Acquisition Act, and re-sale to 
mortgagor, — Omissioh of mortgagee to claim compen- 
sation. — Government having under the Land Acquisi- 
tion Act taken possession of portion of certain land 
which had been mortgaged by the owner subse- 
quently, while the mortgage was still in force, re-sold 
the portion taken, to the mortgagor, who sold it to a 
third person bond fide for value. In a suit by the 
mortgagee (who bad taken no steps to obtain any 
portion of the money paid by the Government for 
the land) praying for the sale under the mortgage of 
the land resumed by Government,— Re/d that the 
plaintiff as mortgagee had waived his rights under 
the mortgage, and that the purchaser from the mort- 
gagor had acquired a title free from the plaintiff'^ 
incumbrance. Whether the mortgage claim 

might not, but for the waiver, have re-attached, on 
the lands resumed by the Government again coming 
into the possession of the mortgagor. Ram Awtab 
iSiNGH V, Tulsi Ram . . 5 C. Ii. R., 227 

10. - -Waiver of grounds of enhance- 

ment. — Reliance on one ground only. — Presump- 
tion, — In a suit for enhancement of rent upon dif- 
ferent grounds, the fact that at the hearing the plain- 
tiff relies on one of the grounds only, and that in 
the judgment of the first Court the whole case was 
rest^ on that ground only, is not a safe warrant for 
the inference that the other grounds were waived, 
Bonomalse Cuubn Hyiee r. Sboboof Hootait 

[14W.R., 60 

11. Waiver of right to execute 
decree. — Agreement to give time to debtor, — 'blew 
contract. — The granting of a judgnient-ilehtor tho 
indulgence of a 4»mp(>rary stay of the warrant of 
execution issued to enforce the decree, docs not pre- 
judice the judgment-creditor’s right to execution at a 
subsequent time. Butcuenneb v, Rayudu 

[5 Mad., 285 

12. Waiver where 
decree-holder was allowed to perform act under de- 
cree in case judgment-debtor failed to do so. — H. C, 
obtained a decree against O. R. for the reconstruction 
in the family house, within one month, of a verandah 
which had been improperly pulled down by the 
latter ; on failure of Q. R. to rebuild it in the speci- 
fied time, the decree-holder was to he allowed to 
rebuild it himself at the cost of &. R. About a month 
after the reconstruction was begun, but after the 
lapse of the month allowed to the judgment-debtor 
H. C, applied for an injunction to stop the work as 
not being according to the decree, and for permission 
to rebuild it himself. Held, notwithstanding G. R, 
had made alterations and contravened the decretal 
order, the judgment-creditors’ conduct in looking on 
without reiponstrance for nearly a month while the 
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decree — continued, 

judgment-debtor incurred considerable expense 
amounted to a waiver of his right to take matters 
into his own hands. Qofsb Kishen Gosbain v. 
Hbj£ Chuksbb Gosbain . . 16 W. B., 68 

18. Waiver of right to interest 

on arrears of Receipt of arrears of rent for 

long time without interest, — By the terms of a kabu- 
liat, rent not paid wlien due was to bear interest. 
The zemindar received rent for a period of ten years 
without making any demand of interest in respect of 
arrears, and without claiming to apply any portion 
of the payments towards the discharge of interest. 
Having subsequently brought a suit for interest, the 
Courts below were of opinion that the zemindar had 
waived his claim to interest and dismissed his suit. 
Meld that there were facts justifying'such an infer- 
ence, and that their finding could not be reviewed 
in special appeal. DIndotal PoBAHANlOK v, Fban 
Kishen Paul Chowuhbt 
[Marsh., 894 : W. B., F., B., 117 : 2 Hay, 428 

14. Omission to en- 

force interest under Jeahuliat . — Variation in contract, 
— In order to establish variation in a written contract, 
it must be distinctly pleaded and proved when and how 
the variation took place, the mere fact of a kabuliat 
not having been enforced in the most stringent man- 
ner does uot take away from the lessor the right to en- 
force it. Peabeb Mouun Mookebjeb V, Bbojo 
Mohun Bose .... 21 W. B., 86 

Pearee Mohun Mookebjbb c, Bbojo Mohun 
Bose . . . . 22 W. B., 428 

16. - Omission to claim 

interest, — Pleading, — Both parties stipulated for 
payment of rent on certain dates, and, if not so paid, 
of a certain rate of interest until paid. The rent not 
having been paid at the time agreed on, — Held that 
the landlord’s omission to claim interest, instalment 
by instalment, for the fractional time that the rent 
was not paid after it became due, did not justify the 
plea that the interest stipulated for w'as not due, or 
warrant the belief that the plaintiff had waived his 
claim to interest. Rutty Kant Bose v. Gunga- 
HHUB Biswas 

[ W. B., F. B., 18 ; 1 Ind. Jur., O. S., 6 : 

Marsh., 40 

16. Waiver of objection to ser- 

vice of notice of enhancement. — Omission to 
appeal from decision finding notice properly served . — 
(Question of law and fact. — Plaintiff sued to recover 
rents at enhanced rates after notice, and got a decree. 
Defendants appealed on the merits, tacitly accepting 
the finding of the lower Court that notice had been 
duly served. On appeal, the Subordinate J udge of his 
own motion took up the question of notice, decided 
that it had not been duly served, and reversed the 
decree of the lower Court. Meld that the Subordinate 
Judge was wrong, for seeing that the defendants had 
not appealed from the finding of the first Court which 
declared that there had been good service, it might 
fairly be presumed that they had due notice of the 
claim to enhance, until evidence sufficient to rebut 


of objection to serrice 
or notice of enhancement— 

that presumption should be shown* An objection 
that notice of enhancement has not been properly 
served is not an objection purely of law, but a mixed 
objection of law and fact, which may be impliedly 
waived by the conduct of the parties. Chunder Monea 
Bossee v. Hhuroneedhur Lahory, 7 W, R., 2, cited and 
distinguished. Shusheb Bhoobun t>. Muddun 
Mohun Chuttopadhiya . . 2 C. L. B., 297 

17. Agreement come to under 

mlstahcn belief. — Agreement to accept provision 
in satitfaction of claim to maintenance. — Mutual mis^ 
taJeSi Rffect of. — Suit by son for partition. — Relin- 
quishment of claim. — The plaintiff’s father, a member 
of an undivided Hindu family, signed an agreement hy 
which he agreed to accept a provision in satisfaction 
of his claim for maintenance. The agreement was 
signed by reason of a mistaken belief entertained by 
the plaintiff’s father and the other members of the 
family that there existed an established custom in 
the family which rendered the property indivisible, 
Meldi in a suit by the plaintiff for a partition of the 
family, property liable to partition, that the agree- 
ment having been come to under a mutual mistake, 
it was no bar to the plaintiff maintaining the suit, for 
it would not have prejudiced the right of the plain- 
tiff’s father if he had chosen to insist upon a parti- 
tion. SOOBBAMANIA TbLAVEB V, SOBSA TbLAYBB 

[6 Mad., 487 

18. Agreement to ao-^ 

cept portion of property for m>nntenance.’^ Suit for 
full share of property on partition. — In a suit to 
recover a share of family property, the Civil Judge 
found that the plaintiff in 185G waived his right to a 
share of the family property by accepting a small 
portion, and dismissed the suit. The plaintiff shared 
with other members of the family the belief that by 
established family usage the property was impartible 
and passed at each succession to the eldest of the co- 
heirs according to the ordinary law, the other co-heirs 
being entitled only to a portion for maintenance. 
Under that belief the plaintiff accepted the allotment 
made to him in 1856 by the then eldest co-heir of a 
smaller portion of the property than he would be 
entitled to on a partition, as a sufficient provision 
for his maintenance. The plaintiff’s younger brother 
instituted a suit in 1861, and succeeded in resisting 
the alleged custom, and obtained a decree for his full 
share. Meld (reversing the decision of the Civil 
Judge) that the plaintiff was entitled to the relief 
asked for, it not apiMJaring from the arrangement of 
1856 that the parties intended the allotment to be int 
satisfaction and discharge of every right of the plain- 
tiff as a coparcener. Subbibm Pillay v. Abnachala 
Ibungol Pillay . . .6 Mad., 444 

19 . — — Waiver by renunciatidr. of 

rights. — Renunciation of rights. — Law of waiver, - 
Privileges of office. — It is not law that every right may 
be renounced. The general rule is power of renunci- 
ation, but there are two marked classes of excep- 
tions : There can be no renunr,iation of rights and 
consciiuent destruction of relative duties prescribed 
by an absolute law ; nor of things inherei^t in man as 
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■WAIVBB. — Waiver by renunciation of 
rights — continued^ 

man. A man may renounce a concrete rights but not 
one resulting from a natural condition. Semble, — A 
kamavan cannot p»rt, by contract, so as to bo unable 
to resume them, with the privileges and duties which 
attach to his position as a karnavan. Chbbukomen 
alui9 Gotindbn Naib V. ISMALA . 6 Mad., 145 

Afpuki V, Atankpalli Ekanatha Thavai Va- 
BIKAEKAVAN ShANGUNI. APPITNI O. VeTTU- 
THADATHA Shama • . 6 Mad., 401 

20. • Effect of signing document 

in which there is an omiBaion,— Omission 
in wajih-uUurz of interest in property, — Imperfec- 
tion in settlement proceeding s.--T\iq mere signature 
by an agent of a wajib-ul-urz from which the record 
01 an important interest in property was omitted, 
cannot be construed as a waiver of such right or 
claim. Still less can the imperfection or inaccuracy 
of settlement proceedings operate to extinguish or 
disallow existing rights. Imambukdeb c. Bhugwan 
Dabs . . . 1 E. W., 41 : Ed. 1873, 38 

2L * Effect of acceptance of mort- 

gage-money on right of purchase. — Condition 
in favour of purchase by mortgagee, — A. mortgaged 
land to 5., the mortgage instrument providing that 
B. should be entitled to purchase the land if it were 
not redeemed by 12th July 1843. In 1845 B. accepted 
from A, one pagoda in part payment of the mortgage- 
money. Keld that this was a waiver by B, of his 
right to purchase. Yekkataohabi v, Anantaohabi 

[1 Mad., 69 

22. Befusal to receive rent in 

kind. — Bffect of refusal on right to sue for rent. — 
A refusal by a landlord to accept rent in kind when it 
is tendered, on the ground that he is suing for a money 
rent, is a waiver of his right to sue his tenant (on the 
dismissal of his suit for a money rent) for the value 
of the rent in kind. Naeain Gbbb v. Goub Subun 
Doss 23 W. B., 368 

28. Withdrawal of objection to 

sale in execution of decree.— of on subse- 
quent right to sue to set it aside. — The plaintiff pur- 
chased certain property from the first and second 
defendants. The property was subsequently put up for 
sale by order of the Civil Court in execution of a decree 
against the first and second defendants, and was pur- 
chased by the third defendant. When the property 
was about to be sold under the decree, the plaintiff 
presented to the Court a petition objecting to the 
sale, but his vakil withdrew the petition with his con- 
sent before the sale. In a suit by the plaintiff for the 
recovery of the land, — Held that the plaintiff was not 
precluded from recovering the land hy reason of his 
having withdrawn the petition, as he could not thereby 
be considered to have waived his right to sue. Ku- 
HABABAMY ReDBI V. FAVKA SOONA MoOBOOGAPPA 

Chbtty ..... 7 Mad., 369 

24. BeUnquislimeut by Hindu 

widow. — Relinquishment of title to property 
widow. — Betition. — A mere petition by a widow to 
the effect that she has relinquished her title in certain 


WAIVER.— Belinqu&hment by Hindu wi* 

dow — continued. 

property in favour of parties suing the lessees of the 
property for possession, is not a legal relinquishanenib 
of her share therein. Ooma Chubn Koondoo c. 
Bhoobun Mohun Pal , ,10 W. B., 98 

WAKE. 

See Act XX OP 1863, s. 18. 

[15 B. L. B., 167 
I. li. B., 3 Calc., 324 
See Cases vndeb Mahomedan Law- 
Endowment. 

WABBAHT. 

1. Warrants made by Lieute- 

nant-Gh>veruor of Bengal- of Court, — 
The Court will order its seal to be impressed on any 
warrant made by the authority of the Lieutenant- 
Governor of Bengal, even if not actually signed by 
him. Anonymous . 1 Ind. Jur., N, S., 106 

2. Search warrant. — Criminal 

Brooedure Code, 1861, s$. 114, 115. — Requisites of 
warrant. — It is essential to the legality of a search 
warrant, under section 114 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, that the production of some specified and 
particular thing is desired ; that the Magistrate alone 
shall determine that such production is necessary ; 
and that a specified house or place only is to bo 
searched. The warrant must, under section 115 of 
that Code, be directed to some other person only when 
a police officer is not forthcomiug. Queen v. Hqs- 
SAiN Ali Chowdhey . • 8 W. B., Cr., 74 

WABEANT OP ABBEST. 

Col. 

1. Civil Cases . , . 6178 

2. Cbiminal Cases , . 6181 

— of Governor General in Council, 

See Bengal Regulation III op 1818. 

[6 B. Ii. B., 892, 459 
9B.L. R.,36 

See Habeas Cobpus. 

[6 B. li. B., 392, 459 

1. CIVIL CASES. 

L Absence of warrant - 

charge from custody of Sheriff. — The Court will dis- 
charge a prisoner from custody when the jailor holds 
no warrant for his detention, although he has been 
properly in the custody of the Sheriff. In the mat- 
tee OP Shah Sahib . 1 Ind. Jur., H. S., 19 

2. Informality of warrant,— 

plication for discharge. — Civil Brocedure Code, 
1859, 8. 273. — Delay in bringing up prisoner, — B, 
3f. and several other prisoners in the custody of the 
Sheriff of Calcutta for debt, without having been 
brought up to have an order for their allowance 
made, on being produced for that purpose by the 
Sheriff, applied for their discharge under section 273 
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WARRANT OF. ARREST— oon^tntM<2. 

1. CIVIL CASES— 

Informality of warrant— continue i. 

of Act VIII of 1859. Preliminary objections were 
taken to the validity of the warrants on which the 
Sheriff arrested them, on the grounds that the time 
for execution was not specified in them; and that 
even hod they been originally valid their authority 
had expired, owing to the delay in bringing up the 
prisoners. Both objections were overruled. Held 
that a mere informality in a warrant, such as the 
omission of the time for execution, only renders it 
irregular, and does not invalidate it : that advantage 
having been taken of such irregularity to prejudice 
the prisoner, affords grounds for an application to the 
Court to set the warrant aside : and that a mere delay 
in bringing the prisoner before the Court after his 
arrest, if not for a considerable period, does not render 
his detention illegal. In kb Bholanauth MttiiLICK 
[Boixrke, O. O., 96 

3. Form of warrant— 

of warrant. — Where a person had been taken in exe- 
cution under a ca. aa, directed to the Sheriff under 
the old procedure, it was held to be sufficient to em- 
power the jailor to detain him. The words “ ordinary 
civil jurisdiction^' are only used to distinguish the 
civil from the criminal jurisdiction. In be Anwab 
Biswas ... 1 Ind. Jur,, N. S., 108 

4 . Writ of Calcutta Small Cause 

Court, Form of,— Act XII of 1865,— Fixing suh^ 
aUtenoe-money. — A writ of the Calcutta Small Cause 
Court commiinding its ** Bailiff to take the body of 
A., and have him before the Court on the - — day of 

to satisfy B. in the sum of debt and costs, 

ordered and decreed by the said Court on the day 

of to be paid to the said B, with costs of execu- 

tion, and by virtue thereof to take and convey the 
said A. to the common jail of the said Court, there to 

be detained in safe custody for weeks, or until he 

shall sooner perform the said order of the Court,” is 
in point of form a suflQcient warrant to the jailor to 
rectnve and detain A., notwithstanding Act XII of 
18G5. It was not necessary, in the case of commitment 
of a debtor to prison by the Calcutta Court of Small 
Causes, to bring him in the first instance before the 
Court, as under the provision of Act V 111 of 1859, in 
order to have his subsistence -money fixed. In the 
MATTES OF MbEB NAWATJB 

[1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 815 

5. Warrant directed to N*asir. 
— Arrest of judgmenUdehtor, — Indorsement to peon. 
— Civil Procedure Code, 1882, s, 343. — Indorsement of 
particulars of arrest by Naih Nazir. — Where a war- 
rant issued by a subordinate Court, directing the 
Nazir to arrest a judgment-debtor in execution of a 
decree, was entrusted by the Nazir to a subordinate 
for execution by indorsing his name upon it, — Held 
that ^ there is nothing in the Civil Procedure Code to 
prohibit a Nazir from authorising a deputy to execute 
a warrant of arrest for him, and that his indorsement 
must be regarded as primd facie evidence of the 
authority of the person to whom the warrant is deli- 
vered to execute it. Held, also, that it is most dcsir- 


WARRANT OF ARREST— confmittfd. 

1. CIVIL C^SES— 

Warrant directed to Nazir — continued, 

able, when the Nazirs of the subordinate Courts dele* 
gate the duty of executing warrants of arrest, that they 
should confer the authority in more clear and explicit 
terms than are expressed by a mere indorsement, and 
that they should be careful in selecting proper per- 
sons to discharge that duty, bearing in mind, as far as 
circumstances permit, the position and caste of the 
party to be arrested, so as to avoid, through the 
medium of Court process, subjecting any ench party 
to personal indignity or offence. Held, further, that 
it is important that the person chosen should be made 
acquainted with the contents of the warrant in order 
that he may be able to inform the judgment-debtor at 
whose suit and for what amount he is being taken 
into custody. Where a warrant for the arrest of the 
judgment-debtor had been executed, and an indorse- 
ment thereon, professedly under section 343 of the 
Civil ^Procedure Code, was irregularly made by the 
Naib Nazir, he not haying been the officer entrusted 
with the execution of the warrant,” — Held that 
such irregularity did not invalidate the arrest. Ab- 
DTTL Eabim V , Bullbn . 1. li. R., 6 AIL, 885 

6. Irregularity in warrant.— 

Warrant of arrest in execution of a decree only 
initialled by proper officer . — Civil Procedure Code, 
2882, ss. 2, 251. — A warrant issued for the arrest of 
a debtor under the provisions of section 251 of the 
Civil Procedure Code, was initialled by the Munsnrim 
of the Court, sealed with the seal of the Court, and 
delivered to the proper officer for execution. The^ 
debtor forcibly resisted the officer, and was tried 
and convicted, under section 353 of the Penal C<jde, 
of assaulting a public servant in the execution of his 
duty as such,. In revision, it was contended, with 
reference to the requirements of section 251 of the 
Civil Procedure Code, that the warrant of arrest, 
having been initialled only, was bad, and the officer 
could not legally execute it, and consequently no 
offence under section 353 of the Penal Code had been 
committed. Held that this contention could not be 
allowed, and although it was proper that the person 
signing a warrant should write his name in full, it 
could not be said that because the bignature wjvs 
confined to the initials of the name, it was not the 
duty of the officer to execute the warrant. Queen- 
Emfbess V , Janki Pbasad . I. L. R., 8 AIL, 298 

7. Validity of warrant.— Lia- 
bility of Nazir. — Htcape of judgmenUdehtor. — The 
plaintiff sued out a warrant for the arrest of his 
judgnnent-debtor on the 4th Deceml)cr 1876. The 
warrant was lodged with the Nazir on the 16th De- 
cember and was to be in force till the 4th January 
1877. On the 22nd December 1876 the Nazir was 
informed that the judgment-debtor was already in 
the civil jail under a writ of execution issued by 
another creditor. The Nazir then returned the war- 
rant to the Subordinate Judge who had issued it. 
On the 29th December the Subordinate Judge again 
sent it to the Nazir's office, where it was duly received 
by the Nazir's karkun (defendant No. 8). This fact 
was not reported by the karkun to the Nazir (defend- 

9h 
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OP JLJRRHST^coMttMusd, 

1* CIVIL CA.SE8^ conitnuod. 

Validity of warrant — tonUnued. 

ant No. 1) until the 4th January 1877. On the 1st 
January 1877 the judgment-debtor’s debt was paid 
by Government, and he was released in honour of 
Her Majesty’s assumption of the title of Empress of 
India. The judgment-debtor thereupon left the dis- 
trict and could not be found, and the plaintiff’s 
warrant remained unexecuted. The plaintiff sued the 
Nazir and his karkun for allowing for his judgment- 
debtor to escape. S.e\d that the Nazir ought not to 
have sent the warrant back to the Subordinate Judge, 
and that there was no necessity for a fresh order on 
it until the time for which it had to run had expired. 
Meld also that, according to Act VIII of 1859, as it 
stood at the end of 187G and until October 1877, the 
batta for the maintenance of a debtor could not be- 
come payable until he was arrested and ‘ brought 
before the Court, and the latter made the order for 
his committal to the civil jail. Kastuechand o. 
Kayji Sadashit . . 1. L. B., 4 Bom., 65 

2. CRIMINAL CASES. 

8. Arrest in pending case. — 

iPower of Magistrate. — Criminal Procedure Code^ 
J861t s. 68 . — Section 68 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure gave a Magistrate jurisdiction on proper 
evidence to issue a warrant for the arrest of persons 
in a pending case. In the matter of Sideshuey 
Chowdheain . . . 16 W. R., Or., 60 

9. — Warrant on non-appearance 
to summons. — Lessee of tolls, — Disobedience of 
summons to appear , — UndertaJeing not to sue. — A., 
the lessee of a toll, was in arrear to Government in 
respect of the rent. The Magistrate issued a sum- 
mons to him, whereby it was recited t^t a plaint had ' 
been preferred against him (A.) for not paying the 
sum of R2G2 for arrears of rent, and A. was sum- 
moned to appear before the Magistrate to answer the 
charge. A. did not appear on the day appointed, 
but had an application presented for postponement 
of the demand for arrears of rent, on the grounds 
therein stated. On the following day the Magis- 
trate passed the following order : “ Whereas the 
debtor, defendant, has not appeared in person, the 
summons has not been obeyed ; therefore it is ordered 
that a warrant be issued for the arrest of the defend- 
ant.” Proceedings were afterwards taken upon the 
warrant. Meld that all the proceedings token by 
the Magistrate were irregular and must be set aside, 
the defendant undertaking not to take legal proceed- 
ings for anything done under the order or warrant. 
In the matter op Banka Bihaei Ohosb 

[2 B. L. B., A. Cr., 17 : 11 W. B., Or., 26 

10. Issue of warrant. — Complaint 

on oath. — Deport of police officer. — Criminal PrO’. 
cedure Code, 1869, ss. 68 and 155. — In cases in which 
the police cannot arrest without a warrant, a war- 
rant cannot legally be issued by a Magistrate except 
on a complaint made on oath (or under section 68 of 
thoCriminal Procedure Code), whether such Magistrate 
is authorised tu eutertuiu cases cither on complaint 


WABBAITT OP AUMEBT— continued. 

2. CRIMINAL CASES— 

Issue of vr&rreLut— continued. 
directly to himself or on the report of a police officer. 
Rbo. V. Japab Ali . . 8 Bom., Cr., 113 

11. Arrest on report 

of policeman for offence for which arrest without 
warrant might be mnde. — Where a policeman in 
whoso sight a theft was committed arrested the 
thief, and being himself unable to take or send the 
accused to a Magistrate, sent a report, on which the 
Magistratie issued a warrant, — Meld that, under these 
circumstances, the accused was legally brought be- 
fore the Magistrate. Reo. v. Mahipya valad 
Bomya Mahab . . .5 Bom., Cr., 99 

12. Validity of war^ 
rant. — Criminal Procedure Code {X of 1872),. s. 
157. — Magistrate out of jurisdiction. — Extradition, 
— It was not essential to the validity of a warrant 
issued under section 157 of Act X of 1872 that the 
Magistrate issuing it should be, at the time he issues 
it, within the local limits of his jurisdiction. He 
might issue such a warrant from a place in foreign 
territory. Reg. «. Locha Kala 

[I. Ij. B., 1 Bom., 340 

13. Procedure on warrant,— 

Act XII of 1867. — When a prisoner was arrested by 
the Sheriff under a writ of ca, sa,, it was necessary to 
bring him before the Court without delay, under sec- 
tion 14 of Act XII of 18G7. In kb Ramcoomar 
Dutt 2 Ind. Jur., W. S,, 340 

14. Operation of warrant,— 

Detention of prisoner. — The force of a warrant of 
arrest is at an end when the prisoner is brought 
before the Magistrate. Muthooea Nath Chucker- 
BUTTY V. Hebra Lall Dobs . 17 W. B., Cr., 55 

A Magistrate, therefore, is not at liberty to retain 
an aceused person in custody, except upon a proper 
remand made after taking sufficient evidencti given 
on oath or solemn affirmation. In the matter op 
Hosbein . . 25 W. B., Cr., 8 

16, Warrant issued 

to unofficial person, — Criminal Procedure Code 
{Act X of 1872), s. m.—Act XXV of 1861, s. 
77. — Under section 77 of the Criminal Procedure 
Code, a Magistrate ought not to issue a warrant 
to an unofficial person, except when he is with- 
out the assistance of competent police officers, and 
unless the urgency is imminent. Tlie force of a 
warrant of arrest is at an end when the prisoner is 
brought before the Magistrate, and the prisoner can- 
not lawfully be committed to prison or remanded 
without sufficient grounds ; and in the absence of evi- 
dence there can he no grounds. In the matter op 
the petition of Sueendeonath Roy. Queen v. 

SUEENBEONATH ROY 

[5 B. Ii. B., 274 : 13 W. B., Cr., 27 

16, Criminal Proce- 

dure Code {Act XXV of 1861), s. 68.— Act X of 
1872, ss. 142 and 150. — Detention of accused. — A 
warrant issued under section 68, which was a warrant 
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2. CBIMINAL CASES— coff^tni«(2. 

Operation of warrant— 

of arrest as described under section 76 (Form B); is 
only for the purpose of bringing an accused person 
before the Magistrate. It was not a warrant for com- 
mitment, and did not authorise the detention of 
a person longer than is necessary for his production 
before the Magistrate. To detain him fui*ther there 
must be a fresli warrant under section 222, charging 
the prisoner with some offence, on evidence taken on 
oath or affirmation, and in the presence of the ac- 
cused. In the matter of Mahes Chandra Ba- 
NERJEB, Queen v. Poena Chandra Banerjee. 
Queen r. Kali Siekab 

[4 B. Ii. R., Ap., 1 : 13 W. R., Cr., 1 

17. Detention of ac^ 

cused, — Order sanctioning detention for indefinite 
period, — Remand of accused, — Keld that the order 
of a Magistrate sanctioning the detention by the 
police of an accused person for an indefinite period is 
illegal. At the expiration of twenty-four hours from 
the time of arrest, the accused must be brought 
before a Magistrate, who could then remand for a 
period not exceeding fifteen days, under section 224 
of the Criminal Procedure Code, 1861. No remand 
without a hearing can last for a longer period, lisa. 
V, SUREYA TALAD DhAEU . . 6 BoDl., Cr., 31 

18. Form of warrant.— 

to seal warrant. — Criminal Procedure Code, 1869, 
8. 76. — Requisites of good warrant.— A warrant 
issued under section 76 of the Code of Criminal Pro- 
cedure should be sealed, should describe the person to 
be apprehended under it with reasonable particularity, 
so that there may be no difficulty in establishing his 
identity, and should be subscribed with the name and 
full official title of the Magistrate issuing it. Where 
a warrant was defective in all the above particulars, 
the prisoner apprehended under it was released by 
the High Court. In be Hastings . 9 Bom., 154 

19. Act XIII of 

1856, s. 58. — Drror in warrant not affecting con- 
viction. — A warrant issued under section 68 of Act 
XIII of 1856 should be addressed to some one or 
more inspectors, and not generally to “ all constables 
and peace officers.^' Where a warrant in the latter 
form was executed under the direction of an in- 
spector, it was held that the error in the form of the 
warrant was merely an error of procedure, and did 
not affect the validity of the conviction, under sec- 
tion 67, of persons apprehended in pursuance of the 
warrant so executed. liBG. o. Nana Moboji. In 
EE Madhav Mobar . , .8 Bom., Cr., 1 

20. — Warrant not con- 

taining specification of offence. — A warrant which 
did not specify a punishable offence, and which had 
been issued upon a statement not sufficient to make 
out any offence, quashed. In re Bidhumuehi 

. . . . 6 B. li. R., Ap., 129 

S. C. Bidqoomookhee Dabee v. Sbeenath 
Haldar . . . 16W.B.,Cr.,4 


WARRANT OF ARREST— cowfiawFi. 

2. CRIMINAL CASES— 

21. Informality in warrant. — 
Criminal Procedure Code, 1869, s. 404.— Power of 
Sigh Court. — Irregularity in process of arrest and 
attachment. — The High Court was not empowered to 
interfere under the provisions of section 404 of the 
Criminal Procedure Code, 1809, until there has been a 
judicial proceeding by a Magistrate. A person com- 
plaining of irregularity of process issued for his 
arrest and for the attachment of his property, before 
applying to the High Court under section 404 of the 
Criminal Procedure Code, should make application 
to the Magistrate issuing such process for his dis- 
charge and the release of his property, on the ground 
of the informality of the warrants. Queen v, Bi- 
SHBSHUR PeRSHAD 

[2 N. W., 441 : Agra, F. B., Ed. 1874, 236 

22. r Mode of arrest in foreign 

territory or out of jurisdiction.— of 

arrest for contempt of Court. — The High Court of 
Bombay will not send a special bailiff into t]|e terri- 
tories of the Gaikvar of Baroda to arrest a defendant 
who has been guilty of a contempt of Court, but the 
Court will send a special bailiff for such purpose 
beyond the local limits of the High Court to a place 
within the Presidency of Bombay. HabivAllabh- 
DAs Kulliandas V. Utamohand Manikohand 

[7 Bom., O. C., 172 

WARRANT OF ATTORNEY. 

1 , Extent and operation of 

warrant. — Civil Procedure Code, 1859, ss. 17 and 
49. — Acceptance of service and appearance. — Act 
XX of 1862, s, 7. — A warrant of attorney to the 
attorney of a defendant to receive a declaration or 
plaint, &c., in any action or suit to be brought for 
the recovery of certain moneys, and to confess the 
same action or suit, or else to suffer or consent 
to a judgment or decree in the said action or suit by 
default, or in any other way to pass or be pronounced 
against the defendant, empowered the attorney to ac- 
cept service and appear for the defendant within the 
meaning of sections 17 and 49 of Act VIII of 1859. 
Seld that section 7 of Act XX of 1862 referred only 
to warrants of attorney for the entering up of judg- 
ments in the High Court which were in existence 
before the Ist J uly 1862. Khalut Chundee Ghosb 
V. Sabodasoondbby Dosses . Bourke, O. C., 244 

2. Ijimitation Act, 1859.— 

ing up judgment . — The statute of limitation is no 
answer to a rule nisi to enter up judgment on a war- 
rant of attorney. SooJAN Mull v. Hydeb Junu 
Bahadoor • .1 Ind. Jur., O. S., 68 

I 

WARRANT OP COMMITMENT. 

Signature of Magistrate.— On- 

minal Procedure Code, 1872, s. 303 . — The signaturo 
of a Magistrate to a warrant of co iimitment under 
section 303 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1872, 
should not be affixed by a stamp. Subramanaya u. 

. I. L. B., e Mad., 396 

911 ^ 



( 6186 ) 


DIGEST OF CASES, 


< 6186 ) 


WABBANT OF EXECUTION. 

X, Extension of time for opera- 

tion of warrant.— X of 1859 , s. SS.-^Jurisdic- 
iion , — Where a warrant of execution under Act X 
of 1869, section 88, was extended for four days after 
a particular day, when the original warrant was not 
sixty days old, in order that more moveable property 
might be pointed out , — Held that, until the time so 
extended had elapsed, an order for sale of immove- 
able property was without jurisdiction. Nabi Bax 
V, Didas Bax Shah 

[3 B. L. B., A. C., 10 : U W. R., 326 

2. Return of warrant. — PuUio 

servant, — Resistance to public servant, — Penal 
Code, 8, 183 » — Civil Procedure Code, 1882, s, 251 . — 
A person was convicted under section 183 of the 
Penal Code for offering resistance to the attachment 
of property by a public servant. The offence was 
committed on the 4th of February 1883, but the 
warrant under which the public servant acted was 
returnable on or before the previous day. Held that 
the conviction was bad. Ik the matteb of the 
PETITION OP An AND Lall Beba. Anand Lall 
BeBA V. BmPBBSS lON THE PBOSECUTION OP A2IM 

Peon . L Ii. R., 10 Calc., 18 ; 13 C. L. R., 200 

3, Irregularity in warrant.— 

Civil Procedure Code, 1859, s. 222. — Civil Pro- 
eedure Code, 1877, 1882, s. 251 . — An execution sale 
of the right, title, and interest in land was set aside 
by the Court, on the ground that the warrant for 
the execution of the decree and order of attachment 
of the property sold had not been signed by the 
Judge, but by the Munsarim of the Court; and at a 
second sale the property was sold to other purchasers, 
who, as well as the judgment- debtor, were sued by 
the purchaser at the first sale for a declaration of his 
right to have the first sale confirmed. The High 
Court having held that, with reference to section 222 
of Act VIII of 1859, the first sale had been rightly 
set aside, an appeal to the Judicial Committee was 
dismissed with costs. Ram Dayal v. Mahtab 
Singh .... I. L. R., 7 All., 506 

WARRANTY, BREACH OF— 

See Chabteb-pabtt. 

[8 B. Ii. R., 644: 23 W. R., 136 

See Contbact— Bbbach op Contbact. 

[8 B. L. B., 644 : 23 W, R., 136 

See Contbact Act, s. 78. 

[I. If. R., 4 Calc., 801 

See Cases undbb Vendob and Pub- 
chaseb — Bbeach op Wabbanty. 

WARRANTY OF TITLE. 

See Cases undeb Sale in Execution op 
DBCBEB— PUBCHASBES, TITLB OP— Gb- 
NBBALLY. 

See Sale in Execution op Dbcbbk — 
Setting asldb Salk — Rights op Pue- 
CHASBBS . I. L. R., 2 Bom., 258 

See Cases undbb Vendob and Pue- 
OHABBB— Bbeach op Wabbanty. 


WABBANTY OF TlTLE^ontinued, 

See Cases undbb Vendob and Pub- 

CHASBB— CAYBAT EMPTOB. 

WASHERMAN. 

See Mad BAS Towns Impboyembnt Act, 

1871^ 8. 1 .1. L. R., 1 Mad., 174 

WASTE. 

See Hindu Law— Alienation— Aliena- 
tion BY Widow — Setting aside Alien- 
ations, and Waste. 

[1 R L. R., A. C., 27 

5 B. L. B., 608 

6 B. L. R., 747 
B. L. R., Sup. VoL, 48 

8 W. R., 273 
1 W. B., 266 
2 N. W., 78 
24 W. R., 86 
3 B. L. R., 362 
10 B. L. R., P. C., 1 
8 W. R., 362 

See Hindu Law — Revebsionbes— Who 

MAY Sue . I. L. R., 6 Calc., 198 
[6 Moore’s I. A., 433 
I. L. R., 9 Calc., 817 
MarsbL., 622 

See Limitation Act, 1877, abt. 125 
(1859, s. 1, CL. 16) . 7 B. L. B,, 131 

1, Limitation. — Allegation of waste. 

— Prayer for protection from contemplated waste . — 
Held per Phbab, J., that where a suit was one to 
prevent contemplated waste, it was not barred by 
lapse of time. Gbosb v. Amibtamayi Dasi 

[4 B. L. R., O. C., 1 : 12 W. B., O. C., 13 

Biswanath Chundbb V. Khantamani Dasi 

[7 B. L. R., 131 

2. Liability for waste. — Hindu 
widow; liability for waste committed by her husband 
as administrator, — In a suit against a widow in- 
dividually, and not in her representative capacity, to 
recover plaintiff’s share of property alleged to have 
been in her possession, the suit being one wherein 
defendant was charged with devastation in respect of 
such property only, — Held that defendant was not 
liable in that suit to bo made answerable out of her 
husband's assets for any devastation which he might 
have committed. Staves v. Dias . 10 W. R., 444 

WASTE LANDS. 

See Landlobd and Tenant^Mibasidabs. 

[I. L. R., 1 Mad., 205 

See Settlement— Right to Settlement. 

[4 Mad., 429 
See Settlement— Subjects op Settle- 
ment .1 Mad., 12, 407 

See Valuation op Suit— Suits. 

[7 W. R., 349 

1 , Presumption from land lying 

waste. — Evidence as to possession. — The fact of 
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WASTE LANDS.— Preeumption from land 

lying waste — continued, 
land lying waste docs not of itself sliow that no one 
is in possession. Mahombd Ali v. Shttbum Ali 

[8 W. B., 422 

% Ownership of waste land.— 

Pretumption as to possession. — Where land is waste 
and there is no visible sign of occupation, the posses- 
sion must be taken to go with the right, and the 
right is primd facie in the zemindar of the estate to 
which the waste land belongs. Woodwant Mah- 
TOON V. Hunooman Pbeshad Sinoh 

[22 W. B., 419 

3. PoBsesBlon of waBte land. — 

Limitation. — Presumption. — Proof of title. — There 
may be such possession of waste lands as to protect a 
suit from being barred by limitation ; and where the 
questionof possession is doubtful, a presumption will 
arise in favour of the party who proves title. Maho- 
MBD Bassib V. Kubbbm Buksh . 11 W. B., 268 

4 . . . Possession, Pre- 

sumption of, from evidence of title. — In disputes as 
to the right to possession of waste and jungle lands, 
it is only in cases where neither party has exercised 
any acts of ownership over the lands in question that 
the Court may resort to evidence of title, and pre- 
sume that the party proved to have title has also j> 08 - 
session. Ram Bandhu v. Kusu Bhattu 

[5 C. L. B., 481 

5. Title to unculti- 

vated or jungle lands. — Adverse possession. — Limita- 
tion. — Acts of ownership. — If adverse possession for 
a sufficiently long time is proved, the title of a person 
to uncultivated or jungle land may be barred by 
limitation in the same manner and to the same extent 
as in the case of cultivated land; the evidence of 
possession being the exercise of such acts of owner- 
ship as would ordinarily be exercised over property 
of that nature. Mittbbjbbt Singh v. Radha Peb- 
8HAD Singh . . . ,23 W, B., 368 

See Watson v. Govebnmbnt 

[B. L. B., Sup. Vol., 182 ; 3 W. B., 73 

6. Bight to use of waste land,— 

Permissive use of, hy tenants. — Right of landlord to 
erect building on . — Works of permanent character 
executed hy licensee. — JEasements Act, V of 1882, ^s. 
60, 61*. — In a suit by a zemindar to have his right de- 
clared to build a house on some waste land in the 
mouzah, the defendants, who were tenants in the 
mouzah, resisted the claim, on the ground that they 
had built wells and water courses on the land, and 
had a right also to use it as a threshing-floor and for 
stacking cow-dung. Held that the defendants 
having acquired no right adverse to the plaintiff as 
owners, by prescription or otherwise, in the land, 
their right of use could only be as licensees of the 
plaintiff ; and although he could not interfere with 
their right to the wells, which were works of a per- 
manent character, and on which the defendants had 
incurred expenses, he could revoke the license as to 
the other use claimed of the land, and his claim to 
build the house should therefore be decreed. Lanh 
Mobtgagb Bane of India v. Moti 

[I. L. B., 8 AH, 64 


ASTE LANDS— 

7. Act XXIII of 1808, B. 5.— 

Suit to confess «aie. — Where the Collector failed 
to give notice of his intention to dispose of the 
estates, it was not ipcumbent on the plaintiff to con- 
test the sale within the period prescribed by section 
6, Act XXIII of 1863. Himmut Singh «. Col- 
LBOTOB OF BiJNOUE , . *2 AgTB, 268 

S. Act to reclaim waste 

lands. — Suit to contest award hy Board of 

Revenue. — Extension of time. — Institution of suit. 

The Court cannot extend the period of thirty days 
allowed by section 5, Act XXIII of 1863, for pre- 
ferring a suit to contest an award by the Board of 
Revenue. The filing of a vakalutnamah is not an 
institution of such a suit. Tabanath Ddtt t. 
COLLBOTOE OP STLHBT 

[6 W. B., WaBte Land Court Bet, 1 

9. • SB. 8, 18. — Suit for posses- 
sion.-^ Statute, Interpretation of, — Where an Act 
expressly takes away one particular remedy which 
would otherwise have been open for enforcing a right 
of property, or in any other particular interferes 
with proprietary rights, but does not, in express 
words or by necessary implication, declare that those 
rights shall cease, the method of interpretation which 
ought to be adopted is to give effect to the Act 
exactly so far as its words extend, and no further. 
There is nothing in Act XXIII of 1863 to prevent 
a person who has a good title and has throughout 
been in possession, or who has a good title, and at 
any time succeeds in peaceably getting .possession, 
and is not ousted in a possessory suit, or who for 
any other reason is in the advantageous position of a 
defendant, from defending his rights, notwithstand- 
ing any sale which the Government may have 
professed to make under the Waste Lands Act, 
Q,U(Bre , — Whether the terms of the Act are not suffi- 
ciently satisfied by making it apply to waste lands 
of Government, and by understanding the claims and 
objections mentioned in the Act as claims in respect 
of Government land, and objections with the same 
limitation. Kbisto Chundeb Dass v. Stbbl 

[I.L.R.,12Calo., 279 

10. B. 18. — Suit for compen- 
sation for land wrongly sold as waste. — A purchaser 
of land sold as waste land under Act XXIII of 1863 
cannot be compelled to grant a pottah to a person 
alleging himself to have been in occupation of the 
land before the sale. If the claimant has omitted to 
come in in. due time to stay the sale, and the land has 
actually been sold, his only remedy is by a suit under 
section 18 for compensation, making the Collector a 
defendant. Magun Pollan v. Money 

[7 W.B.,474 

WATER, ESCAPE OP, LIABILITY POfe, 

DAMAGE DONE BY— 

See Embanembnts. 

[I.L.B.,3Calo.,77e 

WATBB-COUBSB, BIGHT TO USE OF— 

See Cases undeb Pbbscbiftion— Sabb- 
HBNTS— Right to Watbb. 
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WATEB-COtJBSB, BIGHT TO USB OP 

•^continued. 

See Cassb inn>EB Bight to use of Watbe. 

WATEB-SUPPIiY, CAUSUNG DIMIITO- 

TIOH OP— 

See Mischiep . I. L. B., 1 Mad., 262 
[I. Ii. B., 10 Bom., 183 

WEIGHTS AND MEASUBES, PBAUD- 

UIiBNT USB OP- 

Tenal Code,s. 266. — Fraudulent intention. — The 
mere possession of weights in excess of the authorised 
standard will not support a conviction under section 
266 of the Penal Code ; a fraudulent intent must 
be charged and proved. Beg. v. Damo Diiab Daui 

[1 Bom., 181 

Gotebhmbnt r. Kabgalee Mtottk 

[18 W. B., Cr., 7 

WBABPINGEB. 

See Bill of Lading. 

[I. L. B., 4 Calo., 736 

WHIPPING. 

See Sentence— Whipping. 

[Bourke, O. C., 269 
5 Mad., Ap., 18 
• I. L. B., 6 Mad., 168 

X. Juvenile offenders.— .4 VI 

of 1864, 8. 3. — Section 3 of Act VI of 1864 (the 
Whipping Act) applies to juvenile as well as to adult 
offenders. Keg. v. Kusa talad Laeshhan 

[7 Bom., Cr., 70 

2. First conviction 
of adults. — Suhstituted punishment. — In the case of 
adults on a first conviction, or in the case of juvenile 
offenders whether for a first offence or otherwise, 
whipping can only be in lieu of, and not added to, 
any other punishment. Queen v. Abdool 

[W. B., 1864, Cr., 38 

Queen v. Kantieam . . 1 W. B., Cr., 24 

Queen v. Tonaokoch . 2 W. B., Cr., 63 

Queen v . Amaeut . . 4 W. B., Cr,, 20 

3. Act VI of 1864.-- 

Under Act VI of 1864 (the Whipping Act), a juvenile 
offender means a person under the age of sixteen 
years. Beg. v. Muhammad Ali valad Abdul Ali 

[8 Bom., Cr., 9 

4 Act XI of 1864, 

ss. 5, 10 . — Criminal Procedure Code, s. 392 . — By 
the term juvenile offender ” in section 5, Act VI 
of 1864 (Whipping Act), is meant an offender under 
the age of sixteen years. £eff. v. Muhammad Ali, 
8 Bom., Cr., 9, referred to. IImpeess v. Din Ali 
[I. Ii. B., 6 All., 482 

6. Sentence of whipping when 

allowable. — Act VI of 1864, s. 4 . — Offence after 
previous conviction. — The punishment of whipping 


WHIPPING.— Sentence of whipping when 

allowable— 

under section 4, Act VI of 1864, can only be inflict- 
ed on a second conviction of a person who, having 
served a sentence of imprisonment, again commits a 
crime. Queen v. Udai Patnaik 

[4 B. L. B., A. Cr., 6 : 12 W. B., Cr., 68 

6. Offence after pre^ 
vious conviction. — Previous conviction not shomn . — 
On a reference by a Sessions Judge under section 434 
of the Criminal Procedure Code, a sentence of whip- 
ping in addition to one of rigorous imprisonment in 
the case of an offence specified in section 2 of Act 
VI of 1864 was annulled, as the offence was not 
committed after previous conviction. Ueg. v. Sueta 
bin Keishna Mandaykae . 3 Bom,, Cr., 38 

Beg. V. Babji yalad Bapu . 4 Bom., Cr., 5 

7. Act VI of 1864, 

8. 3. — Second conviction for offence committed before 
first conviction. — Section 3 of Act VI of 1864 (the 
Whipping Act) does not apply to cases in which 
the second conviction is for an offence committed 
previously to the first conviction. Beg. v. Kusa 
VALAD Lakshman . . .7 Bom., Cr., 70 

8 . Previous convic- 
tion. — A senteuce of whipping founded on a previous 
conviction of the prisoner is only warranted where 
the subsequent conviction is for the same specific 
offence as that in respect of which the previous 
conviction applied. Anonymous . 5 Mad., Ap., 1 

Anonymous . • .5 Mad., Ap., 39 

9. Theft in dwelling^ 
house. — Act VI of 1864, s. 3. — Previous conviction 
of theft. — A prisoner convicted of “ theft in a dwell- 
ing-house” who has previously been convicted of 
"simple theft” is not thereby rendered liable to 
whipping, under Act VI of 1864, section 3. Beg. 
V, Changia valad Shumia . 7 Bom., Cr., 68 

10. Act VI of 1864, 
s. 7. — Conviction of dUhonestly receiving stolen 

property. — Previous conviction for theft. — P. was 
convicted by a Magistrate of the first class of dis- 
honestly receiving stolen property. He confessed on 
his trial that he had twice previously been convicted 
of theft. He was sentenced to be whipped, *to be 
rigorously imprisoned, and, on the expiration of the 
term of imprisonment, to furnish security for good 
behaviour. Meld that the offence of theft not bcung 
the same offence as that of dishonestly receiving 
stolen property, the punishment of whipping was 
illegal. Emfbbss v. Paetap 

[I. Ii. B., 1 All., 666 

11. Conviction 
of separate offences. — ''Mouse-breaking to commit 
theft,** and theft.** — Whipping Act, VI of 1864, 
s. 2 . — Where a prisoner convicted of " house-breaking 
in order to commit theft,” and of "theft,” both 
offences being portions of one continuous criminal 
act, was sentenced on the first head of charge to 
one year's rigorous imprisonment, under section 467 
of the Penal Code, and on the second head.of charge 
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WHIPPING.— e . of whipping when 

allowable— 

to receive twenty stripes, under section 2 of the 
Whipping Act (VI of 1864), the separate sentences 
(though not illegal) were disapproved of, as contrary 
to the spirit and intention of the Whipping Act. 
Rbg. tJ. Gbnu bin Aku . . 6 Bom., Or., 83 

12, of 1864t 

s, 7 .^Conviction of theft. — A sentence of whipping 
cannot, with reference to Act VI of 1864, section 7, 
be passed on a conviction for theft under section 379, 
Penal Code, as the former section only provides for 
sent'enccs of imprisonment for a term not exceeding 
three years. Queen v, Esan Chundee Dey 

^ [21 W. K., Or., 40 

23 Attempt at house^ 

breaking with view to theft, — In the case of a con- 
viction of attempting to commit house-breaking by 
night with intent to commit theft, a sentence of 
whipping was annulled as being illegal. Uko-. f>. 
Yella valad Paeshia . . 3 Bom,, Cr., 37 


WHIPPING.— Sentence of whipping when 

allowable — continued, 

17. Act VI of 1864.-- 

Venal Code, ss, 325 ^ 342, 378.— ‘Criminal Vrooedurc 
Code (Act XXV of 1861), s. 46,— Cumulative sen- 
fences. — Where the prlsomir was convicted by the 
Magistrate of three distinct and separate offences, and 
was sentenced to a month’s imprisonment for the 
offence of wrongful confinement under section 342, 
six months’ imprisonment for the offence of volun- 
tarily causing grievous hurt under section 325, and 
to whipping with twenty stripes for the offence of 
theft under section 378 of the Penal Code, it was 
held (Kemp and Pheae, JJ., dissenting) that the 
sentence was legal. Where a person is convicted at 
the same time of two or more offences puiiishabls 
under the Penal Code, — Held (Kemp and Pheae, JJ., 
dissenting) that it is lawful for the Court, in addi- 
tion to the penalties prescribed by the Penal Code, 
to sentence the prisoner to whipping, Nassir v. 
Chunder, B. L. R., Sup, Vol., 951, not followed. 
Manieuddin V, Gaue Chandea Shamadae 

[7 B. L. B., F. B., 165 : 15 W. B., Cr., 89 


24 ^ Substitution of 

whipping for other punishment, — Sentence. Theft.— 
Whipping may be substituted for any other punish- 
ment for the offence of theft in a dwelling-house. 
Queen v. Junghoo Khan . 3 W, B,, Cr., 36 


26. VI of 1864, 

7 , fVhipping in addition to other sentences, A 

sentence of whipping passed on a person who is al- 
ready under sentence of death, or transportation, or 
penal servitude, or imprisonment for more than five 
years, is illegal. If the sentence of whipping pre- 
cede, instead of follow, the other sentence, the pass- 
ing of the latter sentence renders the infliction of 
the whipping illegal. Anonymous Case 

[I, Xj. B«, 1 58 


20. Act VI of 1864. 

slower of Magistrate.— When a Magistrate, in 
exercise of the powers conferred by section 46 of the 
Criminal Procedure Code, 1861, passed a cumulative 
sentence against a person convicted at one and the 
same time of two or more offences punishable under 
the Penal Code,— Held per Peacock, C. J., and 
Pheae and Seton-Kaee, J J., that he could not, m 
addition to the penalties prescribed by the Penal 
Code, sentence the prisoner to whipping under Act 
VI of 1864 ; nor could he exceed twice the extent of 
his ordinary jurisdiction as defined by section 22 of 
the Criminal Procedure Code, 1861. Held, further,^er 
Seton-Kaee, J., that, in the case of hardened offend- 
ers, a Magistrate can award whipping in addition to 
the maximum of imprisonment which he is compe- 
tent to award. Held per Maophbeson and Jackson, 
JJ., that the Magistrate may, in such case, in addi- 
tion to awarding double the punishment which may 
be awarded for a single offence, award the punish- 
ment of whipping ; but only one whipping can be 
awarded. Nassie v. Chunhee 

[B. L. B., Sup. VoL, 951 : 9 W. B., Cr., 41 

Kuttuh Bbwa v. Buhub, Jhowla V. Buhub 

[14W.B.,Cr.,7 


28, - ' ■ ■ ■'■ ■ ■ Magistrate of 

second class under Criminal Procedure Code, 1872.— 
Criminal Procedure Code (Act X of 1882), ss. 2 and 
32 . — A person ajipointed a Magistrate of the second 
class under Act X of 1872 is incompetent, since the 
coming into force of Act X of 1882, to pass a sen- 
tence of whipping, unless be is specially empowered 
so to do according to the provisions of section 32 of 
the latter Act. Emtbbss v. Bhagvanta Ravji • 

[I. L. B., 7 Bom., 303 

29. Whipping in ad- 

dition to imprisonment . — Criminal Procedure Code, 
1872, ss. 305, 510.— Ill passing a sentence of whip- 
ping in addition to six months’ imprisonment, a 
Deputy Magistrate ordered that the prisoner should 
be brought liefore him at the termination of the im- 
prisonment, and that the sentence of whipping should 
then be carried out. On the recommendation of the 
Sessions Judge (who referred to sections 305 and 310, 
Act X of 1872), the High Court cancelled the sentence 
of whipping as having become inoperative and incap- 
able of being carried out. Hue Chunpea Kulal v. 
Jaeee Ali . . . .20 W. B., Cr., 72 

20. Grounds for sentence of 

whipping. — Statement of grounds in judgment . — 
When a sentence of whipping is imposed the grounds 
for that punishment should be stated on the judg- 
ment. Badiya V, Quse'n , I. L. B., 6 Mad., 168 

21. .1 Previous convic- 

tions, Proof of.—Kgfeut.—AA a rule, before flogging 
is given as an additional punishment, there ought ^to 
be formal evidence upon the record of the previous con- 
victions relied on. The conviction and identity of the 
prisoner ought to be proved in the regular way : a mere 
kyfeut is no evidence whatever. Quben v. Nuzbb 
NusHYo . .16 W, B., Cr., 62 

22. — — Mode of inaction of sen- 

tence of whipping.— iStey of sentence. Grounds 
fou—Aet VI ^ 1864, ss. 11 and i;2.— Meaning of the 
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WHIPPINQ, — Mode of infliction of sen- 
tence of whipping— cem/tJiMei. 

words ** execution shall be stayed ** in Act VI of 1864, 
section 11. Sections 11 and 12 together mean that 
a man sentenced to whipping is not to be whipped 
unless in a fit state to bear it ; the whipping should 
not be commenced, but if it be commenced it is not 
to be continued longer than the man is fit to bear it ; 
and then the sentence has been satisfied, for it cannot 
be executed by instalments. Anonymous 

[8 Mad., Ap., 1 

28. Time after sentence within 

which whipping may be given. — Act VI of 
1864, 8. 9 . — A sentence of hogging cannot be carri^ 
out after the expiry of the limit of fifteen days 
from date of sentence provided in section 9 of Act 
VI of 1864. Anonymous . 6 Mad., Ap., 88 
This ruling was held to be applicable to section 310 
of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1873. Anony- 
mous 7 Mad., Ap., 80 

WIDOW. 

See Cases undbe Hindu Law—- Aliena- 
tion — Alienation by Widow. 

See Hindu L a w-^Inheeitancb— Special 
Heies— Females — W idow. 

See Cases undee Hindu Law— Mainten- 
ance— Right TO Maintenance — 
Widow. 

See Cases undee Hindu Law — Paetition 
— Right to Paetition -Widow. 

See Cases undee Hindu Law— Partition 
— Shaees on Partition— Widow. 

See Cases under Hindu Law— Revee- 

SIONEES. 

See Cases UNDER Hindu Law— Stetdhan. 

See Cases under Hindu Law— Widow. 

See Pre-emption— Bight op Pre-emp- 
tion . . I. Ii. B., 1 AIL, 452 

[I. Ij. R.,j8 AU., 17 
1. 1.. B., 7 AIL, 860 

Power of alienation. 

See Cases undee Hindu Law— Widow — 
JPowER OP Widow — Power op Disposi- 
tion OR Alienation. 

— Power of disposition of- 
fice Cases undee Hindu Law— Widow 
— Power op Widow — Power op Dis- 
position OR Alienation. 

— Purchase by— 

See Benami Transaction — Onus op 
Proof . • 6 B. L. B., 808 

— Befusal or omission to adopt. 

See Hindu Law— Will— Construction 
op Wills — Special Cases op Con- 
bteuction— Omission or Refusal to 
Adopt . . 8 B. L. B., O. C., 85 


WIDOW— coaftmiad. 

Bights of- 

See Mahombdan Law — Inheritance. 

[I. D. R., 8 Calc., 702 
17 W. B., P. C., 108 
11 Bom., 104 

WIDOWS INHERITINO JOINTLY. 

See Hindu Law— Inheritance— Special 
Heies— Females— Widow. 

[I. L. B., 1 Mad., 290 
1 Bom., 66 
1 Ind. Jur., O. S., 59 
8 Mad., 268, 424 
I. L. B., 2 Mad., 184 
I. L. R., 7 AIL, 114 

See Hindu Law— Partition- Right to 
Partition — Widow. 

[I. L. B., 1 Mad., 290 
8 Mad., 424 
6 B. L. B., 184 
l.L.B.,2Mad.,194 

WIPE. 

See Cases undee Hindu Law— Contract 
— Husband and Wipe. 

See Cases under Hindu Law— Partition 
— Right to Partition— Wife. 

See Cases under Hindu Law — Partition 
—Shares on Partition— Wipe. 

See Husband and Wife. 

— Action for harbouring— 

See Restitution of Conjugal Rights. 

[I. L. B., 1 Bom., 164 

Custody of— 

See Habeas Corpus . 18 B. L. B., 160 
See Hindu Law— Guardian— Right op 
Guardianship . . 28 W. B., 178 

See Mahomedan Law— Custody of 
Wife . . . 5 B. L. R., 557 

[18 B. L. R., 160 

— Evidence of, against husband. 

See Evidence— Criminal Cases — Hus- 
band AND Wipe. 

[B. L. R., Sup. VoL, Ap., 11 
7 Bom., Cr., 50 

— Maintenance of— 

See Cases under Hindu Law— Mainten- 
ance— Right to Maintenance— Wipe. 

separated from husband. Liabi- 
lity of, for debts. 

See Hindu Law— Contract — Husband 
and Wife . I. L. B., 1 Bom., 121 

WILD ANIMALS. 

1 , Animals feres natures. — 

cape of wild animals kept in confinement, — Return 
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WILD AlflMAIjS.— Animals feres natures 

— continued, 

or pursuit of such animals, — Wild animals are no 
longer tlie property of a man than while they con- 
tinue in his keeping or actual possession ; hut if they 
regain their natural liberty, his property ceases until 
they have a mind to return, which is only to be 
known by their usual custom of returning, or are in- 
stantly pursued hy their owner, for during such pur- 
suit his property remains, Chytun Chuen Doss i». 
CoLLECTOB or Sylhbt , . 21 W. R., 76 

2. Capture of wild 

elephant. — Right of owner of land where captured, 
— Right of finder , — A wild elephant having fallen 
into a pit m^e by K, N, in his own land, was secured, 
removed, and tamed by U, JIf., without the leave of 
K. N, Held that K, N, was the captor, and that 
U. M, acquired no property in the elephant. Ma- 
KATH Unni Moti «. Malabae Kandapunni Naie 
[I. L. B., 4 Mad., 268 

8. "Escaped elephant, 

^Ownership. — Recapture . — A tame female elephant 
escaped from her master’s field in company with a 
herd of wild elephants and resumed her natural wild 
habits. The owmer-plaintifP abandoned his search 
after two months, and then offered a reward of R200 
to any person who should recapture her. At the end 
of four months she was recaptured by the defendant, 
who was compelled to tame her in the same way as if 
ahe had been an ordinary wild elephant. Plaintiff 
offered the reward of 11200 to the defendant and de- 
manded the elephant, but the demand was refused. 
Held that under the circumstances the plaintiff had 
lost all claim to the animal. Peal v. Campbell 

[8 C. Ii. B., 616 
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See Chaeitablb Bequest, 

[I. L. B., 1 Calc., 803 
L. B., 8 I. A., 32 
26 W. R., 1 
I. L. R., 11 Calc., 691 

See Domicile . I. L. B., 4 Calc., 106 

See Cases undeb Hindu Law— Will. 

See Land Tenuee in Calcutta. 

[1 Moore’s I. A., 806, 899 

^ See Cases under Mahombdan Law — 
Will. 

See Moetgaob—Foem op MoETaAOES. 

[I. L. R., 1 AB, 768 

See Cases under Probate. 


WILL— co«/inttcd. 

Exemplification of— 

See Succession Act, s. 237 

[8B. L.’b., Ap.,76 

Revocation of— 

See Hindu Law — Will — Nuncupative 
Wills . I. L. k„ 3 Calc., 626 
See Succession Act, s. 56. 

El. L. R., 1 Calc., 168 

Suit by person claiming nnder- 
See Civil Procedure Code, 1882, s. 60, 
[L L. R., 6 Bom., 78 

— Statement of value of property 
in — 

See Evidence— Civil Cases— Recitals 
IN Documents . I. L. R., 1 Bom., 661 

1. EXECUTION. 

1. Succession Act, s. bO,— Signature 

of testator. — Nature of execution required. — To en- 
title the executor to probate, the signature of the 
testator must he that of a conscious person, and not 
the results of mere mechanical movement of the 
hand. Kalee Taba Dosbia v. Nobin Chunder 

21W.R.,84 

2. ATTESTATION. 

2. Directions as to attestation. 

— Succession Act, s. 60, — Probate. — An unprivileged 
will w ill not be recognised hy the Court and ad- 
mitted to probate unless executed in accordance with 
the directions contained in Part VIII, Act X of 1865, 
such directions being imperative and not merely de- 
claratory. Held that the words “ in the presence of 
the testator,” in clause 3 of section 60 of the Succes- 
sion Act, may receive the same construction that has 
been put upon them in the English Courts, but cannot 
receive larger interpretation. Esaias u. Gabriel 

[3 IN. W., 82 

8. Presence of witnesses.— 

cession Act (X of 1865). s. 50. — Where the testator 
does not himself sign the will, hut some other person 
signs it in his presence and by his direction, then, 
besides this other person, there must be two witnesses 
who must sign the will in the presence of the testa- 
tor. In the goods of Roymoney Dossee, I, L. R., 1 
Calc., 150 s and Hurro Sundari l)ahia v. Chunder 
Kant Rhuttacharjee, I. L. R., 6 Calc., 17, cited. In 
THE matter op THE PETITION OP HeMLOTA DABBS 

[1. L. R., 9 Calc., 226 

S. C. Grish Chunder Banbrjbe v. Hemlota 
Debi . . . . 11 C. L. R., 869 

4. —Attesting witness.— flfiwcMMoa 

Act, s. 60. — Signature made fir testator by party 
afterwards attesting. — The person making the signa- 
ture of a will for the testator is not competent as an 
attesting witness of its execution under the provisions 
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WILL— eon tinned, 

2. ATTESTATION— eonfinned. 
Attesting witness— eon^innee?. 

of the Succession Act. J» Me ^oods of Bailey t 1 
Curt., 914; and Smith v. Karris, 1 Bob., 262, distin- 
guished. In thb goods op Nanabhai Sobabji 
Mbstbi. Atabai V, Fbstanji Nanabhai 

[11 Bom., 87 

6. Mode of. attestation.— Ea?eett- 

of will, — Wills Act, XXV of 1838, s. 7. — Sec- 
tion 7 of the Wills Act, XXV of 1838, enacts “ that 
no will shall be valid unless it shall be in writing and 
executed in manner hereinafter mentioned : (that is 
to say) it shall bo signed at the foot or end there- 
of by the testator or by some other person in his 
presence and by his direction, and such signa- 
ture shall be made or acknowledged by the testator 
in the presence of two or more witnesses present 
at the same time ; and such witnesses shall subscribe 
the will in the presence of the testator, but no form 
of attestation shall be necessary.*^ A testator signed 
his will in the presence of a witness who subscribed 
it in his presence, and some time afterwards, upon 
the arrival of another witness, the testator, in the 
joint presence of the former witness and the other 
subscribing witness, acknowledged his subscription 
at the foot of the will. The second witness then 
subscribed the will, and the first witness in his and 
the testator’s presence acknowledged his subscription 
but did not re-subscribe. Held by the Judicial Com- 
mittee (affirming the decision of the Supremo Court 
at Calcutta) that the requirements of the Act had 
not been sufficiently complied with ; it being neces- 
sary that both witnesses should be jointly present at 
the same act of the testator and jointly subscribe it 
in his presence. Casement v. Fulton 

[3 Moore’s I. A., 385 

6. Acknowledgment of signa- 

ture by testator. — It is a surticient acknowledg- 
ment by a testator of his signature to his will if he 
makes the attesting witnesses understand that the 
paper which they attest is his will, though they do 
not see him sign it, or observe any signature to the 
paper which they attest, provided that the Court is 
satisfied that the testator’s signature was on the will 
when the witnesses attested it. Manickbai v. Hoe- 
MASJi Bomanji . . 1. L. B., 1 Bom., 547 

7. Sufficiency of attestation.— 
Succession Act (X of 1865), s. 50. — Probate. — ifm- 
du Wills Act {XXI of 1S70), s. 2. — By the Succes- 
sion Act, section 60, no particular form of attestation 
is necessary : therefore, where, to a document pur- 
porting to .be her last will and testament, the name 
of the testatrix was written by A., and the testatrix 
then in his presence affixed her mark, and A, in her 
presence wrote beneath it “ by the pen of A./* and 
the testatrix was then identified to the Registrar, who 
was present, by B., who had seen her affix her mark 
to the document, and who in her presence put his 
signature as having identified her, — Reid a sufficient 
attestation; and probate was granted. In thb goods 
OF Rotmonbt Dossbb . 1. L. B., 1 Calc., 160 


WILL— 

2. ATTESTATION— cowWawsd. 
Sufficiency of attestation— 

8 . Grant of^ 'probate, 

— Signature.— 1 Viet., c, 26 (Wills Act), s. 9.- 
Succession Act (Act X of 1865), s. 50. — To the will 
of A., a British- bom subject and a member of the 
Bengal Civil Service, who died in India possessed of 
personal property only, a native servant of the testa- 
tor, purporting to attest the will, appended words in 
the Persian character signifying “ this is A.*s signa- 
ture.” Reid, on an application for probate, that this 
was not a sufficient subscription of the will. Semhle, 
— A signature by mark would bo a sufficient signature 
to a will by a witness under the Succession Act. In 
THB GOODS OF Wynnb . . 13 B. L. B., 382 

9 . Succession Act (X 

of 1865), s. 50.— Hindu Wills Act (XXI of 1870), 
s. 2. — Section 60 of the Succession Act (X of 1865) 
clearly intends that the two attesting witnesses to a 
will shall sign their names after the testator or testa- 
trix shall have executed the will. Bissonath Hindu 
V. Boyar am Jana, I. L.R.,5 Calc., 738 ; and Fernan^ 
dez V. Alves, I, L. R., 3 Bom., 382, followed. If a 
testatrix admits a signature on a will to be hers be- 
fore a Registrar of Assurances, and is identified be- 
fore him by one of the w'itnesses to the signature, 
and both the Registrar and the identifier sign their 
names as witnesses to the admission made, — Reid 
that such an attestation would be sufficient to satisfy 
section 60 of Act X of 1865. In the goods of Roy' 
money Dossee, I. L. R., 1 Calc., 150, followed. In 
THE matter op THE PETITION OF HUERO SUN- 
DABi Dabia. Hubbo Sundaei Dabia V, Chun- 
DEE Kant Bhuttaoharjee 

[I. Ii. B., 6 Calc,, 17 : 6 C. L. B., 303 

10. Attesting wit- 

ness, when he should sign. — Succession Act (X of 
1865), s. 50. — The signatures of two or more attest- 
ing witnesses to a will required by section 50 of 
the Succession Act (X of 1865) must be attached 
to the will after, and not before, the testa- 
tor’s signing or affixing his mark to it. Quare, — 
Whether a will can be properly attested by a marks- 
man. Bissonath Dinda v. Boyaram Jana 

[L L. B., 5 Calc., 738 : 6 C. L. B., 565 

IL Succession Act 

(X of 1865), 8. 50 . — Witness. — Signature. — Mark. 

— The direction contained in section 50, clause 3, of 
the Succession Act (No. X of 1865) as to the 
signature of witnesses attesting an unprivileged will, 
is not satisfied by the witnesses affixing their marks. 

It is necessary for the validity of a will that the 
actual signature, as distinguished from a mere mark, 
of at least two witnesses should appear on the face 
of the will, Fernandez v. Alves 

[I. L. B., 3 Bom., 882 

12. Will attested by 

marksmen. — Witness, — Signature. — Mark. — Sucoes- 
sion Act (X of 1865), s. 50. — The direction con- 
tained in section 60, clause 3 of the Succession 
Act, as to each of the witnesses signing the will. 
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WILL — continued, 

2 . 

Suf9.ciency of atteBtaUon-^eontinued. 
is not satisfied by the witnesses affixing their marks, 
and it is necessary for the validity of a will that the 
signature, as distinguished from a mere mark, of at 
least two witnesses, should appear on the will. Fer- 
nandez V. Alves, I. L, 22., 3 Bom,, 382, followed; In 
the goods of Wynne, 15 B, L. 22., 392, dissented 
from. If a testator, on presenting his will for regis- 
tration, admits a signature on the will to he his before 
a Kegistrar, and is identified before him by a witness, 
and both the Registrar and the identifier sign their 
names on the will as witncBSCs to the admission of 
the testator, such attestation is sufficient to satisfy 
the requirements of clause 3 of section 50, Act X of 
1865. In the matter of Hurro Sundari Dahia, I. L. 
F., 6 Calc,, 17, followed. Nitye Gopal Siecab v. 
Naqendba Nath Mitteb . I. L. B., 11 Calc., 429 

• 18. Bepudiation of signature 

by attesting witness.— The mere fact of an 
attesting witness to a will repudiating his signature# 
does not invalidate a will, if it can he proved by the 
evidence of other witnesses of a reliable character 
that he has given false evidence. If he docs repudi- 
ate it uncontradicted, the mere fact of there being 
two witnesses purporting to have witnessed the testa- 
tor’s signature is not a (iompliance with section 50 of 
the Succession Act. NuBO Kishobe Doss v, Joy 
Doobga Dossee . . . 22 W. B., 188 

14. Forged attestations. Effect 

of. — Fffect on title given under genuine portion of 
will. — C„ under a power given to her by the will of 
L., her husband, a Hindu, sold certain land to 22. After 
the sale certain forged attestations were added to the 
will. In a suit brought by the heir of L, to recover 
the property sold by C, to 22., M. relied on the will 
which was produced by other defendants in the suit. 
Held that R.^s title could not be affected by the 
forgery. Paeamma v. Kamachandea 

[I. L. B., 7 Mad., 302 

3. FORM OF WILL. 

15. Buddhist will.— 

Succession Act (X of 1865), s, 331 , — Probate may be 
granted of the will of a Buddhist made after the Ist 
January 1866. It is not necessary that the will of 
a Buddhist should be executed according to the 
formalities prescribed by the Succession Act. In 
THE MATTEB of KoKYA DiNB 

[2 B. L. B., A, C., 79 : 10 W. B., 417 

16. Testamentary document.— 

Will to have effect on contingency. — Frohate. — A,, 
being ill and away from home, wrote to his brother 
B, certain directions as to the management of his 
property, and concluded : “ Brother, if I die of this 
sickness and C, survive me, then whatever property 
I have you will give one half to C.,” &c. In another 
and subsequent letter he wrote to JB. : “I don’t 
think that the illness I am now suffering from will 
terminate fatally ; but in case I should die, then you 
will give to C, one half of my Company’s papers,” &c. 


WILL — continued, 

8. FORM OF WILL-con«»«sd. 

Testamentary document— 

"I appoint you tumey (executor) in all matters 
relating to C.,” &c. A, recovered from the fever, 
but died suddenly a year later, without having made 
any other testamentary disposition of his property. 
In a suit brought by R. as executor of A., according 
to the tenor of these documents, against the widow 
of A,, for the purpose of having probate of them 
granted to him as of the will of the deceased, — Held 
(reversing the judgment of Macpheebon, J.) that the 
documents w'ere only intended to have a testamentary 
effect in the event of A*8 having died of the sick- 
ness he was suffering from at the time of writing, 
and therefore probate which had been granted by the 
Court at the original hearing was ordered to be 
brought in and cancelled. Kambeneb Dossee v, 
Bissonath Ghose . 2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 6 

17. CodiciL — Frohate, Application 

for. — Document referring to will, — After letters of 
administration with the will annexed had been 
granted, the administrator found a book containing 
memoranda in the testator’s handwriting, made after 
the date of the will, and directing certain dispositions 
of his property. One entry referred in express 
terms to the will. The testator was a domiciled 
Scotchman. Held, on a petition by the administra- 
tor, asking that the memoranda might be admitted to 
probate, that the memoranda were not testamentary 
documents, and the pt^tition was therefore dismissed. 
In the goods of Wemyss 

[L L. B., 4 Calc., 721 

4. NUNCUPATIVE WILL. 

18. Validity of nuncupative 
will, — Roman Catholics of Fortuguese extraction . — 
Intestate succession, — Quoere, — Whether a Roman 
Catholic of Portuguese extraction can, under the law 
current amongst meml)ers of that church in Chitta- 
gong, take under a nuncupative will ; and if not, to 
what is a wife entitled under the law regulating suc- 
cession of intestates amongst members of that 
church P Rebeibo v. Rbbeibo . 8 W. B., 68 

5. VALIDITY OF WILL. 

19. — — • Military testamentary docu- 

ment. — Application for probate. — Lapse of time, 
— Invalidity of will. — A military testament valid in 
its inception may be deprived of its privilege by 
lapse of time. In be Godby . 1 Byde, 196 

20. Will of Cutchi Memon.— 

Will diposing of ancestral property, — Wills made 
by members of the Cutchi Memon community, where- 
by the testators disposed of property which was 
proved to be ancestral, — Held to be invalid. Maho- 
med Sidice V, Ahmed. Abdula Haji Abdsatab 
V , Ahmed . • . L L. B., 10 Bom., 1 

2L Will of East Indian testa- 

trix out of civil jurisdiction of High Courts 
•^English law . — The provisions of the English law 
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^nnLL«-coutiiiued. 

6. VALIDITY OF WlLL^cowtinued. 

Will of East Indian testatrix out of civil 
jurisdiction of High Court— continued. 

Bs to the administration of and succession to the 
estate of a British subject dying testate apply to the 
will of an East Indian testatrix (the illegitimate 
daughter of a Mahomedan woman) who resided and 
died without the limits of the ordinary civil juris- 
diction of the High Court. Hogg v. Gbbbkwat. 
Gebenwat V. Hogg 

[Cor., 07 : Bourke, A. O. C., Ill 

22. Will procured by impor- 

tunity of wife. — Succession Act, s. 48. — Undue 
influence. — The wife of the testator persuaded him 
to execute a will in supersession of a former will less 
favourable to her, but the influence which she exerted 
was not such as to deprive the testator of the exer- 
cise of his judgment and volition. Held that the 
conduct of the wife did not amount to undue influ- 
ence. Mobison V. Adminstbatob Genebal or 
Madbas . . . I. Ii. B., 7 Mad., 515 

23. ■ • Proof of genuineness of wiU. 

—Registration and attestation. — When a document 
propounded as a will is proved to have been executed 
and registered by the alleged testator, it is still 
essential to inquire into the circumstances connected 
with its execution and registration, when the will is 
inofficious and there are other suspicious matters 
connected with it. Kisio Chubb Mojoomdab v. 
Dwabka Nath Biswas . • 10 W. B., 32 


6. INSPECTION OP WILL. 

24. Practice. — Application hy next 

of kin of deceased , — The Court, on the application 
of one who is next of kin of a deceased Hindu, or- 
dered a person in possession of an alleged will of the 
deceased to bring in and deposit the same with the 
officer of the Court for the purpose of being inspected, 
and a copy thereof taken by such applicant. Iv the 
GOODS of BaiiKbishka Qahfatji . 1 Bom., 114 


7. RENUNCIATION BY EXECUTOR. 

26. Procedure after renuncia- 

tion. — Proof of execution of will in Court. — Ad- 
mxnistration accounts . — A Hindu testator emjwwer- 
ed his executor to lay out such portion of his estate 
as the executor might think fit towards charitable 
purposes, and did not dispose of the residue of the 
estate. The executor renounced, and no probate of 
the will or letters of administration, with the will 
annexed, was granted. In a suit by the testator^s sole 
heiress for construction of the will and for adminis- 
tration, the Court allowed the execution of the will 
to be proved in Court, declared that it was void for 
nneertointy, and directed the usual administration 
accounts to be taken. Subbomungola Dabbb v. 
Mohbndbobath Nath . 1. L. B., 4 Calc., 508 


WILL— continued, 

8. CONSTRUCTION. 

26. Buies of construction.— 

Intention of testator. — Meaning of ** purchase**— 
The rule of construction applicable to a will is that 
words in general are to be taken in their ( rdinary 
and grammatical sense unless a clear intention to use 
them in another can -be collected. If the language of 
a will is perfectly unambiguous and precise, it cannot 
be strained for the purpose of giving effect to what 
possibly might have been the intention of the testa- 
tor, hut is not expressed or implied in the terms of the 
testament. G., by a clause in his will, gave his wife 
a life-interest in the house in his possession, and in 
those which he might afterwards ‘‘purchase.” In 
0.*s lifetime his younger brother died, and Q. there- 
by acquired a house by inheritance. Held, there 
being nothing to show that Q, had used the word 
“ purchase ” in any other than its ordinary sense, that 
the language of the will could not be strained in order 
to give effect to what possibly might have been the 
testator’s desire had he foreseen the death of his 
younger brother in his own lifetime, but was not 
expressed or implied in the terms of the testament, 
and that the house did not pass, under the will, to 
the testator’s widow. Obobgb v. Geobgb 

[6 N. W., 218 

27. Effect of words excluding 
from inheritanoe.^Heir-at’law.—A., a Parsi in- 
habitant of Surat, died there on the 13th February 
1879, leaving him surviving the following relations, 
viz. : A daughter J. (the respondent) by his first 
wife, who had predeceased him; his second wife 
Dhanbai, who lived apart from him ; his third wife, 
who had been divorced by him, and whose son A. he 
did not recognise as his own ; and his three sisters 
H., S., and G., the first-named of whom hod been 
married to K., and whose son H. was the appellant. 
By his will A. expressly directed that neither his 
daughter J. nor his widow Dhanbai should take any 
share of his property, the whole of which he be- 
queathed to his brother R., who, however, predeceased 
him. Held that the use of mere negative words, un- 
accompanied by any effective disposition of his pro- 
perty, could not exclude his daughter J. or his widow 
Dhanbai from succeeding to their shares of the 
estate. Ebasha Kaikhusbu v. Jeebai 

[ I. li. B., 4 Bom., 537 

28. Commission of manager of 
estate how calculated. — Intention of testator . — 
Other questions disposed of in the Cnurt of first in- 
tauce having remained undecided by the High Court, 

which dealt with the question of jurisdiction alone, 
were considered with reference to whether there had 
or had not been shown any good reason for reversing 
or varying the order of the original Court. Among 
those, the question whether the manager’s commis- 
sion was to be calculated on the gross rental of the 
estate, or on the income divisible among the sharers, 
was held to be settled by the indication of the latter 
mode of calculation in the will. Obdb v. Sbibnbb 
[1. li. B.» 3 AU., 81 : 7 C. Ii. B., 285 
li. B., 7 1. A.» 197 
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a CONSTRUCTION-.co»<i»ttfla 

29. Armwiiaii will.— — 

Absolute estate. — JBstatefor life. — ^An Armenian, by 
hiB will in the Bengali language, made a gift to his 
son in the following terms : “ I bequeath to A. as 

salamati my talooks (which he named) and R6,000 
in cash. He shall enjoy the profits of the aforesaid 
tslooks. On his demise his sons shall get. The 
mooktears shall make over to the satisfaction of A** 
Sield that the will was to be construed according to 
equity and good conscience, and not according to Eng- 
lish law. The rule applicable was that, unless a 
contrary intention appeared, the estate given was an 
absolute one. A. took an absolute estate under the 
devise. Bboughton u. Pogosb 

[12 B. li. B., 74 : 19 W. B., 181 

30. • Superstitious uses, English 
law against. — Application of English law to India. 
-^Semble, — The English rule of law which prohibits 
the bequest of money for superstitious uses has no 
application in India. Judah v. Judah 

[5B.Ii. B.,433 

31. • Bequest for performance of 
Masses. — Validity of bequest. — A bequest in a will 
of a sum of money for the performance of masses in 
Calcutta is valid. Andeews v. Joakim 

[2 B. li. B., O. C., 148 

32. Validity of be- 
quest. — Gift to superstitious uses. — A bequest by a 
Koinan Catholic of Portuguese descent, born and domi- 
ciled in Calcutta, for the performance of masses, is 
not a gift to superstitious use. Das Mebo rs «. Cones 

[2 Hyde, 66 

83 , . Iiega ey to attesting witness. 

— Succession Act^ s. 5d. — A legacy to the attesting 
witness of a will is void under section 54 of the 
Succession Act', whether or not the attestation of 
the witness isnndispensable to the validity of the will. 
Administbatob Gensbal V. Lazab 

[I. Ii. B., 4 Mad., 244 

34. Eegacy to minor. — Absolute 

gift. — discretion of executor, — Where there is an ab- 
solute bequest and power to executor to delay making 
over the legacy at discretion, — Keld that, on attaining 
majority, the legatee should at once be put in posses- 
sion. De Silva d. De Silva 

[1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 16 ; Bourke, O. C., 281 

36. Domestic servant.— isyacy. 

Suit for. — Sirang. — The testator, a Hindu, made a 
will in the English form and language, in which ho 
bequeathed {inter alia) as follows : “ To each of my 

domestic servants in Calcutta who shall have been in 
my service ten years and upwards at the time of my 
death RlOO for every rupee of monthly salary drawn 
by them from me respectively.” The plaintiff had 
been in the service of the testator for about forty years 
as sirang on board a steamer which the testator kept 
on the river, and in which ho used to visit his zemiii- 
daries and perform other journeys by water. The 
plaintiff was in the habit of daily attending at the 
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testator’s residence, and there obeying any orders 
that might be given him. If the steamer was not 
needed, the plaintiff used to attend at the testator’s 
residence from early in the morning to about one in 
the afternoon, returning to take his meals and stop 
on board the steamer. Meld that ho was entitled 
to take under the legacy as a domestic servant of the 
testator. Dhanno Sieang ». Upbndra Mohan 
Tagobb . • • . 8 B. li. B., 244 

36. Washermau, 
— Meld on the evidence, that the plaintiff had 
failed to prove he was a domestic servant of the 
testator, so as to entitle him to take a legacy under 
this clause. Bhim Das v. Ufendba Mohan Tagobe 

[9 B. L. B., Ap., 4 

37. - Husband and YnSe,— Trustee. 

— Sole use and benefit. A testator made the follow- 
ing bequest in his will : “ I give, devise, and be- 

queath to my doarly-belovcd wife all the stock-in- 
trade, furniture, mourning coaches, horses belonging 
thereto, stones, marbles, tools, implements, and 
materials connected with my trade and business, and 
all my right and interest therein; and after payment 
of my debts and other expenses, I give, devise, and 
bequeath the rest and residue of my outstandings 
and collections for her sole use and benefit, with 
liberty to continue and carry on such trade and busi- 
ness.” The testator’s widow married a second 
husband, and they carried on the business of the de- 
ceased together. They afterwards separated, and 
she brouglit a suit against her husband for a declara- 
tion of her right under tho will, and for an account 
from her husband of the profits, &c., of the business 
during their marriage. Meld (reversing the decision 
of the Court below) that, on the true construction of 
the will, the stock-in-trade, &c., was not bequeathed 
to the wife for her sole and separate use independent 
of any future husband ; her husband did not become 
a tnistee for her in respect of such stock-in-trade or 
the profits of the business, and he was not bound to 
render an account. Obd u. Obd 

[4B.L.R.,O.C., 63 

38. Charitable bequest.— i 

quest for spiritual benefit . — Uncertainty. — Supersti- 
tious uses. — N, E. J.y a Hebrew merchant domiciled 
in Calcutta, and possessed of both real and personal 
property, died, leaving a will, by which, after ap- 
pointing his mother, K, E. J., and his brother, 
J. E. J.t executrix and executor thereof, and making 
various l)equests and provisions, ho made the follow- 
ing bequest of the residue of his property ; “ And 

what may remain after payment of the above-pien- 
tioned sums, as well as the debts, shall remain under 
the control of my brothers, 8. E. J., and J. E, J., 
for the purpose of defraying therewith the expenses 
for the year, and making charitable distributions as 
commanded, and giving alms for my spiritual benefit 
according to their judgment.” Meld^ assuming that 
tho High Court should act in conformity with tho 
English Court of Chancery in carrying out charitable 
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bequests, that, as far as the bequest related to 
giving of alms for the testator’s spiritual benefit, it 
was void for uncertainty. The “ defraying expenses 
and making charitable distribution were limited by 
the bequest to the year within which the testator 
died. Judah n. Judah . . 5 B. L. B., 433 

89. 43 JEliz., e. 4.— 

Mortmain, Statutes of, — Mospital , — Clause prohi- 
biting alienation , — A testator left his personal pro- 
perty to trustees in trust to pay thereout certain 
annuities to his son and daughter, and, after be- 
queathing some pecuniary legacies, devised certain 
immoveable property to the trustees in perpetuity 
in trust for the support of hospitals in the North- 
West Provinces, with directions that the surplus 
income (if any) from his personalty during the lives 
of his children, and on the death of either of them, 
his or her annuity, and on the death of both of them, 
the whole income of the personalty, should be applied 
in support of the hospitals. The will also contained 
a provision that tbe property should never be wld. 
In a suit for the construction, and for declaration of 
the trusts, of the will, it appeared that the income of 
the personalty was not more than sufficient, after 
payment of the legacies, to pay the annuities to the 
testator’s children, and that the immoveable property 
was greatly in need of repairs and did not produce 
enough for the support of the hospitals, or to enable 
the trusts of the will relating thereto to be carried 
out. Meld that the devise for the support of the 
hospitals was a valid devise, and one to which the 
Court would give effect, as being a charitable trust 
within the sco^je of 43 Elizabeth, Cap. 4. The Statutes 
of Mortmain not appliying to India, the Court will 
carry out such a trust when the subject is immove- 
able property,' just as it would if it had been personal 
property. Meld also that, if the jjrohibition against 
sale were a valid one, the Court could not order a 
sale merely becuuse it would be advantageous to the 
charity that the property should be sold; but he.ld 
that the prohibition against sale was void as being 
repugnant to the devise, and, notwithstanding such 
prohibition, the trustees had power to sell, or other- 
wise alienate, the property for the purpose of main- 
taining the hospitals. Bboughtok v. Mbbobb 

[14 B. li. R., 442 

40. Void bequests . — 

Uncertainty. — Surplus,** — General residuary be- 
quest . — A testator by his will directed as follows; 
“I do hereby direct my trustee to feed the really 
needy and poor at Gopcenathjee out of a separate 
expense out of my estate, to be contributed to 
the worship of Lukeejonardunjee, my ancestral 
goddess. I do direct my trustee to spend suitable 
sums for the annual sradhs or anniversaries of my 
father, mother, and grandfather, as well as of my- 
self after my demise, for the performance of the 
ceremonies* and the feeding of the Brahmins and the 
poor ; to spend suitable sums for the annual contri- 
bution and gifts to the Brahmins, Pundits holding 
tolls for learning in the country at the time of the 
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Doorga Pooja ; to spend suitable sums for the perusal 
of Mohabharat and Pooran and for the prayer of God 
during tbe month of Kartick. Should there be any 
surplus after the above expenditure, then 1 do hereby 
direct my trustee to spend the said surplus in the 
contribution towards the marriage of the daughters 
of the poor in my class and of the poor Brahmins, 
and towards the education of the sons of the poor 
amongst my class, and of the poor Brahmins, and 
other respectable castes, as my trustee will think fit 
to comply.” Meld that the gifts were valid testa- 
mentary bequests, and that the words “ should there 
be any surplus after the above expenditure” created 
a general residuary bequest. Meld, on appeal (affirm- 
ing the decision of the Court below), that a general 
residuary bequest was created by the concluding 
words of the clause, which would absorb any of the 
preceding bequests, if they should happen to be 
invalid. Queer e, — Whether the bequests to pundits 
holding tolls, and for the reading of the Mohabharat 
and Pooran and for prayer to God, were valid. 
Dwabeanath Bysaoe V, Bubeoda Pbbsaud 
Bysaoe . . . I. Ii. B., 4 Calc., 443 

41. Cyprhs, Doctrine 

of. — A testatrix bequeathed the interest of a Govern- 
ment promissory note to “The Calcutta Armenian 
Orphans* College Funds for the Relief and Enjoy- 
ment of the Poor Families, Widows, Orphans, and 
Schools of the Armenian Nation,” to be received 
half-yearly by the wardens of the funds for the time 
being. Although there was a charity in Madras, 
called “The Armenian Orphans* College,** there was 
none in Calcutta or elsewhere answering the descrip- 
tion of the Calcutta Armenian Orphans* College, but 
there were two, and only two, charitable institutions 
in Calcutta which provided for the relief and enjoy- 
ment of the poor families, widows, orphans, and 
schools of the Armenian nation. Of Uiese, one, the 
Church of St. Nazareth, distributed money amongst, 
and gave relief to, the poor families, widows, and 
orphans of the Armenian community; and the other, 
the Armenian Philanthropic Academy, educated gra- 
tuitously the poor and orphans of the same commu- 
nity. The note was invested by order of the Court, 
and there had been a largo accumulation of interest 
thereon. Ths governors of the two institutions con- 
curred in asking that each should receive a moiety of 
the accrued and future interest of the fund. Meld that 
the cypres doctrine applied; that the accumulated 
interest should remain invested ,* but that the accru- 
ing interest on the accumulated fund should bo paid 
half-yearly, one moiety to the wardens of St. Naza- 
reth’s Church, and the other to the managers of the 
Armenian Philanthropic Academy. Longbottom c, 
Satoob 1 Mad., 429 

42. Gift. — Cyprhs, 
Doctrine of. — Lapse of legacy. — Costs. — Under the 
will of A., who appointed the Administrator General 
of Bengal his executor, B. had a life-interest in the 
residue of the testator’s estate. B, brought a suit 
against the Administrator General to have it declared 
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that a pecuniary legacy, given under the will, had 
lapsed and fallen into the residue. Prior to the 
hearing it was agreed between B. and the Adminis- 
trator General that the costs of the suit should come 
out of the testator’s estate ; this agreement was em- 
bodied in a consent order obtained on the application 
of the plaintiff. The suit was dismissed, and this 
decision was affirmed on appeal. On the question of 
costs, — Held that the estate of the testator not being 
before the Court, the agreement as to costs could 
not bo carried out, and that the plaintiff must pay 
the costs of all parties to the suit. Malchub o. 
Bbotjghton . . . I. Ii. H., 13 Calc., 193 

43. Appointment of 
trustee. — Failure to carry out wishes of testator . — 
Where a testator had made a bequest for charitable 
purposes, and had made no express provision for the 
management of the charitable trust so created, ex- 
cept by directing that, in the event of his heirs fail- 
ing to carry out his wishes in respect of the trust 
fund, the Civil Court should take the fund and the 
management of the trust summarily into its own 
hands, — Held that, in the absence of misconduct, 
the widow, and not the Collector, was the proper 
person to be appointed trustee. How Dasi Dabi o. 
SECKIiTABY OB STATE FOB INDIA IN COUNCIL 

[L L. R., 6 Calc., 228 : 4 O. L. R., 77 

44. Children. — Domicile. — Mules 

for interpretation. — Accretions to property from 
rents. — Where a testator has an {laccrtaimjd domicile, 
the construction of his will must depend on the law 
of that domicile; but if no particular law is appli- 
cable, the will is to be interpretxid by principles of 
natural justice. In such cases, in applying the rules 
of Hindu, Mahomedan, or English law to the wills 
of Hindus, Mahomedans, or East Indian Christians 
respectively, their particular habits and modes of 
life may be looked to as a guide to the interpretation. 
From the context of the will and surrounding cir- 
cumstances, “ children ” may be interpreted as illegi- 
timate children. Where by the will the income of 
estates was left to devisees for life, with a gift over 
of the corpus on their death, and a portion of the 
income, instead of being divided among the tenants- 
for-life, was applied to the purchase of other estates, 
— Heldy those estates did not pass to the remainder- 
men, but formed the absolute property of the tenants- 
for-life, and passed to their devisees. Baelow v. 
Oedb . . 6 B. L. B., 1 ; 13 W. B., P. C., 41 

[13 Moore’s I. A., 277 

45. Contingent fs^.—Puttro 

poutrOdiy leaning of. — Absolute estate , — A Hindu, 
B. L, M.y died in 1874, leaving a widow, K. K. D., a 
daughter’s daughter, H. D. i>., and a brother, M. L. 
M.y with whom ho was on bad terms. By his will, 
which was made on the 9th of August 1870, and at a 
tiine when there was no reason to abandon all expec- 
tation of his leaving male issue of his own, B. L. M. 
directed that, in the event of his dying without leav- 
ing a son, grandson, or son’s grandson, his widow 
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JT. K. D, should take the whole of his estate accord- 
ing to the shastrasy and enjoy the profits thereof for 
her life, and that on her death, in the event of a 
daughter or daughters having been born to him, then 
she or they, and on the death of her or them, then 
her or their son or sons (the testator’s daughter’s 
sons) should in like manner take and become the 
owner or owners of the estate according to the shas- 
tras; and that in the event of there being no daughter 
or daughter’s son of the testator living at the time 
of the death of his widow, then his graiid-daugbtor 
(daughter’s daughter) H. D. D. should take the 
whole estate absolutely from generation to generation 
(puttro poutradi) ; and that, in the event of no son or 
daughter being born to the testator after the execution 
of his will, and of his grand- daughter (daughter’s 
daughter) H. D, D. dying childless, or being a barren 
or childless widow, or otherwise disqualified, then the 
whole of his property should go to the Government, to 
be employed by it for charitable and philanthropic pur- 
poses. The main object of the testator B. L. M. in 
making this disposition of his property was admitted- 
ly to exclude M. L. M. from the inheritance. Held 
that H. D, D.y if she survived the testator’s widow 
K. K. D.y end was not then a barren or childless 
widow or otherwise disqualified, would take, not a 
life- interest, but an absolute estate, to the exclusion 
of M. L. M* Heldy also, that the words “puttro 
poutradi” had generally the effect of defining the 
estate given as an estate of inheritance, and did not 
by themselves necessarily denote that the estate given 
was to be one descendible to heirs male only. Heldy 
also, that in case of H. D. D. not surviving K* K. i>., 
or of her l)eing at the time of the death of K. K. D, 
for any reason discjualified from taking the estate, then 
upon the death of K. K. D. the gift to the Govern- 
ment of the reversion to the exclusion of M. L. M. 
would take effect, and was a good and valid gift. 
Hoei Hasi Dabi v. Sbceetaey op State foe 
India in Council 

[I. L. R„ 5 Calc., 228 : 4 C. L. B., 77 

46. Gift to children 
on their attaining 21. — Where words of contingency 
form part of the description of the (jlass of persons 
to take, as in the case of a gift to those ** who shall 
attain the age of 21,” the words must receive their 
natural construction, and no estate vests in any one 
till he attains the prescribed age. In such a case 
there must be something in the context pointing to a 
different construction, or something in the will 
inconsistent with the literal construction, to justify 
a Court in adopting any but the litijral construction. 
In the case of words of contingency occurring in 
the description of the class of persons to takd, a 
mere gift over is not sulficient to change theig 
meaning. Ballin v. Ballin 

[I. Ii. B., 7 Calc., 218 : 8 C. Ii. B., 28 

47. Period of dis- 
tribution. — Survivorship. — A.y a' Hindu, made the 
following provisions by his will : “ I have two sons 
living, B. and C. ; they, and an infant son of my 
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eldest son, the late and my wife IE, (four persons), 

shall succeed to the whole of my estate : these four 
persons will receive equal shares. If any of these 
four persons happen to die, which God avert, the 
survivor of them will receive this estate in equal 
shares ; but if there he a son or a grandson surviving 
as the heir and representative of the party dying, 
such survivor shall succeed to his shai^ : if there he 
a daughter or grand-daughter in the female lino sur- 
viving, such survivor shall receive a share of the pro- 
perty ; the expense of the marriage of such female 
child only shall he defrayed out of the estate and 
also provided that so long as my infant grandson 
shall not have attained his majority, the whole of 
my estate shall remain undivided” All the persons 
named survived the testator. Seld that they took 
absolute interests in the shares named, and that 
the estate became divisible on the infant son of 
D, attaining majority. Ellokassee Dosser v, 
Dubpoeabain Bysacb . L L. B., 5 Calo., 59 

48. Vesting of estate 

in executor, — Directions to executors^ Effect of, — A 
testatrix, after appointing certain persons to be exe- 
cutors of her will in respect of the whole of her pro- 
perty, directed tliat they should ** take possession of 
the whole of her property, and keep the same under 
their protection;.” that they should pay out of her 
estate the charges of interment, &c. ; that they 
should repair four houses annually out of the income 
thereof, liaving let them out to hire, and, after pay- 
ing taxes and ground-rent, divide the proceeds every 
three months between the testatrix’s two sons ; that 
the executors should not give the rents to the credi- 
tor, because the bequest of the income to the sons 
was “ not an entire gift to them, but a mere provi- 
sion for their support.” The will proceeded as fol- 
lows : “ Should my son M, happen to die before the 
decease of his wife, then I give the share of Af, to 
his widow H, Af., &c., and after the death of JT. Af., 
should my son M, not have left any legitimate male 
child, then I give the above share to my son J., &c. 
After the death of M. (and his wife), should he have 
left legitimate male children, such male children 
shall in the same manner receive the income once in 
every three months till they attain the age of 
21 years, and then the amount of their share 
shall be divided into equal portions, and each of them 
having become the owner of his portion shall receive 
the same from my executors; but if H, M, die before 
Af., and M, die without having had legitimate 
Inale children, then I give and bequeath the shares 
of ray son M, to my son il. as a provision for his 
support, &c. If my sons M, and J, die without hav- 
ing male issue, and if their wives — that is to say, H. 
M, and C, *7.— die without having male issue begotten 
Dy my sons, then I give my garden, &c., actually and 
entirely to the sons and daughter of my daughter 
Q-,f begotten by her]first husband, 0, A ,, — that is, 
to A, M. B, and N., or in case of their death, to 
their sons and daughters lawfully begotten, or to 
such of them as shall suiwivc at the time. My said 
garden shall be divided into equal shares, and each of 
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them having received his share in equal proportion as 
a legacy from me, shall enjoy the same.” Mi, and 
AT. M, his wife, died without having left any child- 
ren ; J, died in the lifetime of M, A,, and one of the 
sons of G. died without leaving children in the 
lifetime of H, M, Held^ firstly, that the direc- 
tion to the executors to lease the property indefinitely 
and out of the income to make repairs, pay taxes and 
ground-rent, and apply the rent to the maintenance 
of the sons, was sufficient to vest the legal estate in 
the trustees. Secondly ^ — that such estate was an 
estate in fee. Thirdly, — that the children of G, took 
equitable estates in remainder in fee, defeasible in 
case of their death in the lifetime of the first taker 
for life, in which event theye was substituted a de- 
vise to their children in fee. Fourthly, — that the 
children of G, took as tenants in common, and not 
as joint tenants, and therefore, that as there was 
nothing from which cross remainders between the 
children of G. could be implied, the share of A, 
reverted to the heir-at-law of the testatrix. Fifthly ^ 
— that wherever any estate in fee is devised to a 
trustee in trust without any limitation of the estate 
of the cestui que trust, the latter takes lihe beneficial 
estate in fee. Shiboobb v, Adhinistbator Gbnb- 
BAL • . . • 1 Ind. Jur., O. S., 50 

49. Gift to children. 

— A testator, after providing for payment of debts, 
&c., directed that the whole of his property should 
be disposed of and the proceeds placed in the Ori- 
ental Bank, with power to the executors to invest the 
same in mortgages, and to leave existing mortgages 
untouched. The will then contained this direction : 
“That a monthly stipend of B15 be paid to my daughter 
E, 8. for her own benefit, and ft20 for the benefit of 
her two children (during their minority), and in the 
event of the demise of any of the said children 
occurring, the sum of RIO to cease rateably as being 
the allowance for each child; that on each of the 
children attaining their age of majority, 1 request 
that my executors pay to each of them severally and 
proportionably the full amount of interest accruing 
from my estate (the existing provision for my two 
daughters to continue during their natural life), and 
after their demise the said interest in like manner to 
revert to their heir or heirs in succession.” Held, firsts 
Zy,— that a direction to pay a monthly stipend to E. 
and M, D, respectively was simply a charge upon the 
testator’s estate to pay the said stipends to E, 8, and 
M. D, for their respective lives. Secondly, — that 
E, 8. and M, D, were severally entitled during the 
lifetime and minority of their children to a monthly 
stipend of RIO in respect of each child, such 
payment to cease upon the death of each child or on 
its attaining majority, till which latter event the 
said children took no interest under the will. 
Thirdly, — each child upon attaining its majority 
took a share of the residue, proportioned to the 
number of children then living, and a contingent 
proportionate interest in the shares of each of the 
other children which would become vested on the 
death of each one dying under twenty. Fourthly,— 
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the limitation of tho gift ** during their natural life 
and after their demiscy the said interest in like 
manner to revert to their heir or heirs in succession,” 
did not prevent the children from taking "their 
several shares absolutely under the will. Setnhle, — 
Tlie rule in Wild*s case,6 Itep.yl?^ is not applicable 
to personalty. Agnew ©. Mathews 

[1 Ind. Jnr., O. S., 74 : 1 Mad., 17 

60. • Absolute gift.— on 

legatees, — ISnjoyment, — Residuary estate. — Where a 
testator leaves a legacy absolutely as regards his 
estate, but restricts the mode of the legatee’s enjoy- 
ment to secure certain objects for the benefit of the 
legatee, and where such objects fail, the absolute 
gift prevails, and does not fall into the residue of 
the testator’s estate. Therefore, where a testator 
gave legacies to certain of his grandsons and grand- 
daughters, but nevertheless declared that such lega- 
cies should bo held upon trust (as to the legacies to 
the grandsons) to invest the same and to apply the 
income during the minority of the legatee towards 
his maintenance and education, and upon his attain- 
ing the age of 21 years to pay him the income 
during his lifetime, and after his death to pay such 
income unto the widow of such grandson, and after 
the death of both of them to transfer the capital 
unto the child or children of such grandson as being 
a son or sons should attain the age of 21 years, or 
being a daughter should attain that age or marry, in 
equal shares as tenants-in-common ; and where the 
testator especially provided as to the legacy left to 
one grandson that upon the happening of certain 
events it should be paid to his other grandchildren, 
— Keld that the gift to the grandsons were absolute, 
and that the subsequent provisions were simply a 
qualification of the gifts for the benefit of the 
legatees ; and that, therefore, upon the death of one 
of tho grandsons unmarried, his legal representative 
was entitled to the legacy left to him, Adminis- 
TBATOS GENEBAL OF BbNGAI* V. AfCAB 

[[1. Xi. R., 3 C&lc., 653 

61. Proviso for cesser. — CondU 

tion , — Conditional limitation. — Breach of condU 
iion. — Besidence. — P, C. T., a Hindu, died leaving 
an only son, G. M. T., and having first made his will 
in tho English form, whereby, after declaring that 
he had already made sufficient provision for his son 
G. M. T.y and that G. M. T. was to take nothing 
under the will, he gave all his property to trustees, 
upon trust, as to the personal estate, “ to collect and 
get in the same ” with certain specified exceptions, 
and thereout to pay his funeral expenses and debts, 
‘‘ and such legacies as were not by the will postponed 
in payment ; ” and to invest the residue, and out of 
the annual proceecis of such investments, so far 
as the same would extend, to pay certain annuities 
and postponed legacies as they became due, and to 
pay such surplus income as might from time to time 
exist to the person entitled to the beneficial enjoy- 
ment of tho real property or the surplus rents or 
profits thereof, with an ultimate trust, after all the 
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legacies and annuities had been satisfied, for the 
person or persons entitled to the beneficial enjoy- 
ment of the real property. And as to the realty, 
upon trust, until all the debt and legaci cs had been 
paid, and all the annuities had fallen in, to receive 
the rents, and thereout in the first instance to pay 
the unsatisfied legacies and annuities, and to pay the 
surplus rents to the person or persons for the time 
being to whom the real estate (subject to the deviso 
to the trustees) was given by the will. And as a first 
charge on the net income of the real property (after 
satisfying the expenses of establishments), the testator 
directed the trustees to pay H30,000 per annum to tho 
person for the time being entitled to the beneficial en- 
joyment of tho real property or the surplus income 
thereof. He further directed them, after all the an- 
nuities and legacies had fallen in and been satisfied, to 
convey the real estate, so far as the then condition of 
circumstances would permit, unto and to the use of the 
person entitled, under the limitations contained in the 
will, to the beneficial interest therein. The first limit- 
ation was to J, M, T, for life. At the end of the li- 
mitations of the real estate, the will contained the 
following proviso : “ Provided always, and I hereby 

declare that, if any devisee, or.tenant-for-life . . . 
. shall permit or suffer the said property so devised 
and limited as aforesaid, or any portion thereof, to be 
sold for arrears of Government revenue, or shall, 
after attaining his majority, cease to keep up in a 
due state of repair, and to use as his residence in Cal- 
cutta, the said baithakhana^house and premises where 
1 nov'^ reside, and make use of and enjoy my library, 
horses, carriages, farmyard, furniture in the said 
house, and jewels, gold and silver plates, &c., in my 
use or po8Bossion,then, and immediately thereupon, the 
devise and limitations in this my will contained and 
declared shall wholly cease and determine as to him, 
and the person next in succession to him under the li- 
mitations aforesaid shall at once succeed,” as if the per- 
son committing a breach of such conditions had then 
died. The testator died in August 1868. In Decem- 
ber 1868 his son G. M. T. instituted a suit for the 
purpose of avoiding and setting aside the trusts and 
limitations of the will, except so far as they were for 
payment of debts, legacies, and annuities. This 
suit was dismissed on the 1st of April 1869. G. M, 
T. appealed, and on the 1st September 1869 the Ap- 
peal Court declared him to be absolutely entitled to 
the personalty, subject to the trusts for payment of 
debts, legacies, and annuities, and entitled, on the 
death of the defendant J, M. T,, the tenant-for-life, 
to the realty. J, M, T. and others claiming under 
the limitations in tho will, appealed to the Privy 
Council; and G.M, T, filed a cross-appeal, in which 
he claimed that the gift of the life-estate to J. M. 
T. ought to be declared void. By the order of Her 
Majesty in Council, which was dated the 9th August 
1872, and which arrived in Calcutta in September 
1872, aU the limitations after the limitation to J. M. 
T. were declared void and inoperative, and it was fur- 
ther declared that J. M, T. was beneficially entitled 
to a life-interest in the realty, and also in the person- 
alty directed to be conveyed or converted into a fund, 

9 N 
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Proviso for cesser — continued. 
subject to the payments in the will directed to he 
made, and to the provisions in the will not thereby 
declared to be void ; and also, until the legacies and 
annuities fell in and were satisfied, to ft2,500 a month 
out of thc.net rents of the realty, and also to the 
surplus rents of the same and the surplus interest of 
the personalty; and that, upon the failure or determi- 
nation of J. M. TJs life-interest, G. M. T. was en- 
titled as heir-at-law to the real and personal proper- 
ty. The proviso for cessor was not among the pro- 
visions of the will which were declared void. J. M. 
T. was one of the trustees under the will. After the 
testator’s death the business of the estate continued, 
as theretofore, to be carried on in a portion of the bai- 
thakhana house: and J. Af. T., who had a family 
dwelling-house of his own, used, up to November 
1869, to attend at the baithakhaiia daily for the trans- 
action of business. In November 1869 J. M. T. 
quarrelled with his co-trustees, and ceased to go to 
the baithakhana. In April 1870 he demanded from 
the other trustees that possession of the baitakhana 
should bo given to him, and upon their insisting on 
the right to occupy the portion of the baithakana 
used for the pui’pose of the estate business, sued them 
for possession. In July 1870 a decree for possession 
was made in his favour. The trustees appealed, and 
ultimately, in July 1871, the Appellate Court made a 
declaration that it was consistent with the trusts of 
the will that J. M. T. should enter into possession ; 
and the trustees were ordered to deliver to him pos- 
session of the baithakhana, except the portion of the 
ground-floor occupied for the business of the estate. 
After obtaining his decree, J. M. T. found that the 
baithakhana was in a very bad state of repair, and 
called upon the trustees to have proper repairs exe- 
cuted. On their refusal to do so, except under direc- 
tion of the Court, *7. M. T., in December 1871, 
brought a suit to comi)el them to effect necessary re- 
pairs : the trustees contested the suit, but in March 
1872 a decree was passed directing them to make the 
repairs. Subsequently repairs were begun, which 
were completed in October 1872. In a suit by G. M. 
T.i alleging that J. M. T. had committed a breach of 
one or more of the conditions contained in the pro- 
viso for cessor, by not residing in the baitakhana 
house and by neglecting to keep it in repair, and had 
thereby incurred a forfeiture of which the plnintifE 
was entitled to take advantage, — Ueld^ that the clause 
containing the provisions for cesser and shifting of 
the estate was intended to come into operation as a 
whole and not piecemeal, and, therefore, that until J. 
M. T. came into full beneficial enjoyment of the life- 
estate given him by the will, or at all events until he 
became entitled to the surplus rents, the time had not 
arrived when that clause was intended to apply, 
Keldy further, that, assuming that such time had ar- 
rived, the action of the plaintiff in contesting the 
right of J, M. T.y under the will, to occupy the bai- 
takhana house and premises, debarred him from 
claiming that effect should be given to the clause of 
forfeiture for non-residence. Even apart from any 
action by the plaintiff, the conduct of the trustees in 
disputing the right of J, M, T. to possession of a 
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portion of the baitakhana house, and refusing to re- 
pair, would suspend the oi^eration of the forfeiture 
clause until October 1872, inasmuch as it prevented 
him until that time from obtaining such a possession 
as was contemplated by the forfeiture clause. The 
forfeiture clause was not brought into operation by 
the judgment and order of the Judicial Committee of 
9th August 1872. Keldy on the evidence, that J, M. 
T. had complied with the conditions as to residence. 
Ganbndbo Mohun Tagobeu. Jtjttendro MoHuir 
Tagobe 12 B. L. B., 1 

On appeal to the Privy Council, — Keld that as the 
clause provided for the cesser and determination of 
the life-interest of J. M. T. in the event of the con- 
ditions in it not being performed, his interest, not- 
withstanding the conditions over had been declared 
to be void, would cease when that event happened. 
Keld that the clause could not be construed so as 
virtually to defeat it, and therefore it must be held to 
be operative before the trusts of the will were at an 
end, and J. M. T.*s estate perfected by a conveyance. 
But held on the evidence that there had been no 
breach of the condition contained in the clause. The 
delay in not residing before October 1872 was not 
unrt’asonable. Where, in a condition of residence, no 
manner or jHjriod of residence is prescribed, but resi- 
dence simply, and without definition, exclusive resi- 
dence is not supposed to be meant ; in such cases tho 
occasional use of a house and keeping an establishment 
in it with the intention of again using it as a resi- 
dence, is a sufficient (compliance with the condition. 
Ganbndbo Mohun Tagobe v, Jttttendbo Mohdn 
Tagobb . 14 B, L, B,, 60 : 22 W, B., 377 

[I 1 .B,, II, A„887 

62, Power of appointment, — 

'Execution of power. — Marriage settlement, — A tes- 
tator, after giving certain specific bequests, disposed 
of his property as follows : “ 1 request that the in- 

terest of my property, invested in Government secu- 
rities, be disposed of from time to time as follows : — 
Firsts — to my dear son A. two shares ; to my two dear 
daughters B. and C. each one share ; the interest to 
be paid to them quarterly or half yearly as may bo 
most convenient. Second, — I request that these 
shares shall not be transferable during their lifetime. 
Third, — at the demise of any of my children without 
issue, any such share to be divided in the above pro- 
portion to the survivors. Fourthy-^in the event of 
issue, they may beciueath their shaie to any one of 
their children they may select, subject to the above 
conditions,” C. married in 1874., and, by a settle- 
ment made in consideration of the marriage, her share 
was assumed to be assigned to trustees upon certain 
trusts. In 1876 C. and her husband made tho fol- 
lowing joint will : “We do hereby constitute the 
survivor of us to be executor or executrix in our 
estate and solo heir of the same, together with 
the child or children begotten in our marriage,” C. 
died shortly after the execution of the above will 
leaving one child. In a suit by C*s husband and the 
trustees of the settlement of 1874 for the administra- 
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Power of a^pointment^continued, 
tion of the testator's estate and for the construction 
of his will, — Held that the settlement of 1874 conld 
not operate upon C.^s share in consequence of the 
direction of the testator, that it should not be trans- 
ferred in the lifetime of C., and that the plaintiffs 
took nothing under the settlement. Held, also, that 
the power of appointment given by the will of the 
testator had not been properly exercised by the joint 
will, and that the child of C, took the whole of her 
mother’s share. Pbhbsbn v. Simpson 

[L Ii. E.. 4 Calc., 614 

53. - Gift in remainder expectant 

on termination of estate for life. — Devise 
of talook, — The Oudh Estates Act, I of 1869. — Me- 
flislration, — Acceleration of remainder onfailwre of 
life-estate, — A gift in remainder expectant on the 
termination of an estate for life, does not fail, but is 
accelerated, by reason of the gift of such prior life 
estate not taking effect. The principle of the deci- 
iiou in Lainson v. Lainson, 5 De Oex, M. ^ G., 754 : 
18 Beav., 1, held applicable to a will made by a 
Hindu testator. A talookdar, whose tjilook was enter- 
ed in the third of the six lists prepared in conform- 
ity with section 8 of ** The Oudh Estates Act,” I 
of 1869, devised his estate by a will, which was not 
registered, to one of his wives for life, and after her 
death to his younger son by her. Held, as a conse- 
((uence of the above rule, that it was not necessary to 
de(;ide, u])on a claim by the elder son as heir-at-law, 
whether the widow, as a person “'who would have 
succeeded to an interest ” in the talook, if the talook- 
dar had died intestate, would have been within the 
exception, in reference to the effect of non -registra- 
tion of will contained in section 13 of the same Act. 
Ajuduia IUksh V. Rakman Kuab 

[I. Ii. B., 10 Calc., 462 : I*. B. 11 1. A., 1 

64. V eating of interest. — DivesU 

ing. — Executory trust. — H., by his will, bequeathed 
to his daughter A. M, H. “on her attaining her 
18th year, the sum of Company’s R10,000, with 
any interest that may have accrued thereon, if she 
marries, to be settled upon herself and children 
solely; should she die unmarried, her money to be 
equally divided between her brothers ; and if cither 
of them die, the whole of deceased’s money to go to 
the survivor.” Held that A, M, H. (who luwl at- 
tained her 18th year) had a vested interest in 
the legacy subject to be divested upon her dying 
at any time unmarried, and further, subject to an 
executory trust in favour of her cliildren in the 
event of her marrying at any time, and therefore 
that she was not entitled to have the capital of the 
legacy paid to her. In tub matter of the wili. 
OF Huntbb. In thb matter op Act XXVIII op 
I. L. E., 4 Calc., 420 

55. Interest not sul- 

ject to he divested. — A testator nominated A. B., &c., 
“ to be executors and trustees of this my will, and 
eventually guardians of my dear children and estate^ 
until such time as my children shall severally attain 
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the age of 25 years, when I request the aforemen- 
tioned gentlemen (my wife being dead), their heirs 
or executors, will divide, or cause to be divided, into 
shares agreeably to the number of our surviving 
children, giving to the boys two shares and to each 
of the girls one, or to their lawful issue or husband, 
the whole of my estate, each child to be put in pos- 
session of his or her share when they shall respect- 
ively attain the age of 25 years; and whenever 
either of my daughters shall enter into the holy 
state of matrimony, I re(iuest that a proper settle- 
ment may be made ui)on her and her children, and 
in the event of either of my children departing 
this life without leaving husband, wife, or lineal de- 
scendants, his or her share shall be divided equally 
amongst our other children or their lawful issue; 
but on no account shall any division of the prin- 
cipal of my estate take place till after the death of 
their mother. Held (reversing the decision of Phe ae, 
J.) that after the mother’s death, each child took a 
vested interest on attaining the age of 25 years, — that 
is, at the time when possession is to be given, — and 
not an interest siibjeet to be divested in the event 
of the child dying without husband, wife, or lawful 
issue. Taylor v, Phillott. 1’hillott v. Moeris 
[1 Ind. Jur., NT. S., 875 

50, — Divesting clause\ 

— Gift over on legatee's death 'prior to division* 
of the estate. — Gift not void for uncertainty. — Act 
X of 1865 (Succession Act) ss. 75, 92, 106. — A 
testator directedihis trustees and executors to hold 
his real and personal estate upon trust, to sell the 
real estate eitiier together or in parcels, and cither 
by public auction or private contract, and to call in, 
sell, and convert into money such part of his personal 
estate as should not consist of money, and to divide 
the said moneys, and the ready money which might 
belong to such estate, amongst the several persons 
named in the schedule to the will, and to pay 
the same to them in the shares and proportions 
therein mentioned, as and when they should respect- 
ively attain the age of 21 years in the case of 
males, or, in the case of females, when they should 
respectively attain that age or marry. He directed 
that, in the event of any of such persons dying in 
his life-time, or at any time thereafter “ prior to the 
said division,” leaving lawful issue, such issue should 
be entitled to the share which their deceased parent 
would have taken. One of the legatees who had 
attained the age of 21 years at the testator’s 
death, died five months after him, before payment 
of the legacy, and left lawful issue. Held that the 
legacy vested in interest in the legatee at the tes- 
tator’s death, but that the legatee having died prior 
to the division of the estate, it became divested; 
that the “ division ” of the testator’s estate meant, 
in this will, the ascertainment of the amounts allot- 
table to the share of each legatee, after the conver- 
sion of the estate into money ; » and that the gift 
over in favour of the legatee’s issue was not void for 
uncertainty, but took effect. Johnson v. Crook, L, 
B., 12 Ch, D., 639 ; Collison v. Barber, L. B., Id 
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Ch. D.y 834 s JBuhb v. Padtoick, L, 22., 13 Ch. B., 
bill Chasten v. SeagOy L, M., IS Ch, I),,218; 
Spencer v. Duckworth, L. E., 18 Ch. D., 634, referred 
to. Baohuak V . Baohmak . I. Ii. B., 6 All., 583 

57. S e quest to 

orphan in Military Orphan Asylum. — Direction to 
trustees . — A special case was stated for the opinion 
of the Conrt, as to whether S. M. took a vested in- 
terest in the sum of R6,325, under the following* 
clause of will : ** I paid to the M. O. Society R6,000 

for 8, M., and invested R6,826, the interest 
on which I directed to be paid to the mother of 8* 
M. Now I direct my trustees, after the death of the 
mother of 8. M., to realise the latter sum and pay it 
to the M. O. Society, for 8. M., in terms of the re- 
gulations of the sSaciety.” Held that the bequest 
was primd facie for the benefit of the daughter. 
That, having regard to the regulations of the M. O. 
Society, the bequest was a gift for the benefit of the 
Society generally. That if the will had given the 
mother the interest for life, instead of saying it had 
been given, it would have vested. That the in- 
terest vested in 8. M. at once, and formed part of* 
her estate. Ik the matter op the goods op 
Collins . . . Bourke, O. C., 104 

58. Trust. — Creation of trust. — 
Uncertainty . — A Hindu by his will, after appointing 
certain persons executors for the purpose of manag- 
ing his estate after his death, gave them the follow- 
ing directions : “ You should give my brothers, their 
wives and children, according to your wishes,” 
Held that no trust was created by these words. 
KUMARASAMI V . SVBBABAYA 

[I. I., B., 9 Mad., 325 

59. ■ Validity of trust. 
— Direction as to debt due from attesting witness , — 
Where a testator directed that a debt due to him by 
an attesting witness of his will should not be claimed, 
demanded, or enforced, but that his wish was that 
the sum should be specially devoted to the education 
of the children of such attesting witness , — Held that 
there was no release of the debt or legacy to the 
attesting witness, but a valid trust in favour of the 
children. Administrator General v. Lajsar 

[L Ii. B., 4 Mad., 244 

60. Precatory trust, 
— W, R., by his will, made the following gift to his 
wife, M. A. R,i “I give to my dearly beloved wife 
the whole of my property both real and personal (de- 
scribed) feeling confident that she will act justly to 
our children in dividing the same when no longer 
required by her.” M. A. R., by her will, left to their 
children certain portions of such property, leaving to 
their child A. C. R,, amongst other things, certain 
banking shares. These shares were attach^ in the 
execution of a decree against the executors to her 
estate as belonging to such estate. Held by the 
High Court that she took under her husband^s will a 
life interest only in his property with a power of 
appointment in favour of the children, and that the 
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shares belonged to A. C. R., and could not be sold in 
execution of the decree as part of the estate of 
M. A. R. Raynor v. Mussoorie Bane 

[I. L. B., 2 AIL, 55 

Held by the Privy -Council, reversing the decision 
of the High Court, that the widow took an absolute 
interest in the property, and that no trust for the 
benefit of the children was created. In order to create 
a precatory trust the words must be such that the 
Court finds them to be imperative on the first taker 
of the property ; and the subject of the gift over must 
be well defined and certain. Mussoorie Bane v. 
Raynor 

[I. Ii. B., 4 AIL, 500 : Ii. B., 9 I. A., 70 

61. Expression of wish.— Be- 

quest. — A testatrix, entitled to Government notes 
under a gift, coupled with the condition that she was 
to receive only the interest during her life, and that, 
after her death, the notes were to be held in trust for 
all her heirs, gave the following directions to S. K., 
whom she made her principal legatee ; “ I direct 

8. K., under this will, to pay every month H644)-l-7 
(being one third of Rl, 938-5-4, my monthly pay 
allowed by the Government for notes, which are 
deposited) to my dependants and personal servants^ 

as detailed below Be it 

known, that the expenses of the imambarra, &c., will 
be continued for ever ; and also the pay of Q. K. and 
M. A. will be defrayed for ever, i.e., generation after 
generation. The rest of the servants will be paid for 
life only,” Held that these words constituted a 
bequest, and were not merely the expression of a 
wish. Also, that the bequest was not one of legacies 
payable out of a specified sum and no other ; the 
statement that the monthly payments to be made 
amounted to one third of the sum received monthly 
by the testatrix, not limiting the source of the lega* 
cics. Suleman Kadr e. Doeab Ali Khan 

[I. Ii. B., 8 Calc., 1 : Ii. B., 8 L A., 117 

62. Will confirming trust-deed. 

— Construction of deed. — Forfeiture. — /S., being desir- 
ous of securing and settling his property, executed a 
deed of trust whereby he conveyed and assigned all 
his real and personal property unto trustees, upon 
(among others) the following trusts : that imme- 
diately after his death the trustees should convey, 
assign, transfer, and make over all the premises men- 
tioned in the deed unto such person or persons as 8. 
should, by his last will, attested by two witnesses, 
direct and appoint, and in default of such direction 
and appointment, unto the next heirs of 8., their 
heirs and assigns, for ever, and in the meantime to 
pay the Government revenue out of the rents and 
profits of the real property, and employ the residue 
and accumulations as well as the produce and accu- 
mulations of the personal property '‘in such a 
manner as may procure the daily worship of the 
household idols'* mentioned in the deed, and pay 
what they considered a fair and proper sum to the 
wives and family of 8. living at his death and resid- 
ing in the family dwelling-house. By his will, dated 
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the same day as the deed, S. declared that he ratified 
and confirmed the deed, subject to such provisions as 
were contained in his will, which were that the 
trustees should not charge the fund for the mainten- 
ance of those who should not live in the family dwell- 
ing-house and for the appointment of new trustees. 
Held^ first, upon the authority of Wilson Pigott,2 
Vet. Jun., that the powers of the trustees (under the 
deed) did not cease on the death of S., and that the 
directions in the will, although not strictly within 
the words, amounted to a good appointment in equity, 
so that instead of the trustees of the deed conveying 
the property on the death of 8. to his son, they 
should contrive to hold subject to the trusts of the 
deed as modified by the wilL Secondly,— tn&t the 
words “in such a manner as may procure the daily 
worship,” &e., meant in such manner as shall be 
sufficient to procure the daily worship, &c., and that 
the trustees were not authorised to apply such por- 
tion of the trust funds as they in their discretion 
might think fit, but only such portion as was reason- 
ably sufficient. for those purposes. General debts 
and liabilities are not charges against property for- 
feited upon conviction of felony. HtrEEYDOSS 
Bonebjbb V. Hooa (Administeatob Gbnbeal of 
Bbn&al) . • • 1 Ind. Jut., O, 8., 86 

03^ Gift of residue to a class.— 

Postponement of period of distribution . — Vested in- 
terests. — Succession Act, ss. 98, 101, 102. — A testa- 
tor gave his residuary estate to trustees upon trust 
to invest and “to pay, transfer, or divide the same 
unto, between, or among the children of my brothers 
A. and B. respectively, to be paid, transferred to, 
aiid divided among them in the proportions and at 
the times hereinafter mentioned, — that is to say, the 
share of each and every son of my said two brothers 
shall be double that of each and every daughter, and 
the shares of each son shall be paid to him or them 
respectively upon his or their attaining the age of 21 
years, and the share of each daughter to be paid to 
her or them on her or their respectively attaining tnat 
age or previously marrying, with benefit of survivor- 
ship between and among all the said sons and 
daughters.” The testator left him surviving his two 
brothers and a sister, C. A. and JB. both died before 
the oldest of the testator’s nephews or nieces attained 
21 or maiTied. In a suit instituted by the widow and 
executrix of A, to have it declared that the above 
bequests were void under sections 101 and 102 of the 
Succession Act, and the testator died intestate m to 
the residue of his estate, and that she as executrix of 
A. was entitled to receive a one- third share of the 
said estate, and the accumulations thereot,-— 
that the legatees took vested interests subject to 
be divested on death before the contingencies men- 
tioned in the will happened; that the period of 
distribution alone was postponed ; and that the be- 
quests were valid. Semhle, — Section 98 of the Suc- 
cession Act applies only to vested interests. Mabbye 
9 . Fbegusson I . . I. Ii. B., 4 Calc., 304 

04, Postponement of 

period of distribution, — After-born child. Share of 
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— Lapsed bequest. — Succession Act, s. 98 . — A testator 
gave his residuary estate to trustees upon trust, to in- 
vest and “ to pay, transfer, or divide the same unto, 
between, or among the children of my brothers A. and 
JR. respectively, to be paid, transferred to, and divided 
among them in the proportions and at the times here- 
inafter mentioned, — that is to say, the share of each 
and every son of my said two brothers shall be double 
that of each and every daughter, and the shares of 
each son shall be paid to him or them respectively 
upon his or their attaining the age of 21 years, and the 
shares of each daughter to be paid to her or them on 
her or their respectively attaining that age or pre- 
viously marrying, with benefit of survivorship be- 
tween and among all the said sons and daughters.” 
After the death of the testator, and before the 
period of distribution arrived, a son was born to B., 
and one of the sous of A, died intestate and unmar- 
ried. Held that the after-born son of B. wm en- 
titled to a double portion as one of the male children 
of the testator’s brother, and that the share of the 
son of A. was divisible among the surviving male 
and female children in equal shares. Mabetk tf. 
Fbegusson . . . I. L, B., 4 Calc., 670 

65. Besiduary estate of move- 

able and immoveable property. — Claims to, 
against executors and trustees . — If a testator ap- 
points persons to be his executors and trustees, and 
directs them to do certain acts which can only be 
done by the owners of his residuary estate, the trus- 
tees will take that estate, though there be no express 
devise to them. Teebpooeasoonubet Bossbe v. 
Debendeonath Tagoee . I. L. B., 2 Calc., 46 


WILLS ACT (XXV OF 1838). 

— B. 3. — Application of Act. — Past 

Indians domiciled out of the jurisdiction of High 
Court.— The Wills Act, XXV of 1838, applied to the 
wills of East Indians, whether domiciled within or 
beyond the testamentary jurisdiction of the High 
Clourt. Hogg v. Geebnwat . . 2 Hyde, 3 


Held, on appeal, the Wills Act only applied where 
the High Court bad an exclusive jurisdiction ana- 
logous to that of the Ecclesiastical Court in Eng- 
land. It did not apply in the case of a person who 
was not entitled by birth or domicile to have applied 
to him the actual law of England. Therefore it did 
not apply to the case of an East Indian testatrix 
(the illegitimate daughter of a Mahomedan woman) 
who resided and died outside the limits of the ordi- 
nary civil jurisdiction of the Court. Qebbnwat 
u. Hogg. Hogg Geebnwat v 

PBourke. A. O. C., Ill : Cor., 4^7 


WIHPOWS OB DOOBS, SUIT TO 
CLOSE— 

See Casks undke Jub’-sdiotion oe Civiii 

COUET— PbIVAOT, llfVASION 0»— 


See Tbbbpabs— Gbneeal Cases. 

[3 B. L. B., A. C., 411 
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WITHDRAWAL PROM PROSECUTION. 

See PuBuo Peosboutob. 

[I. L. R., 8 AIL, 291 

WITHDRAWAL OP SUIT. 

/S'ee Appellate Coubt— Objection taken 
POE piest time on Appeal— Special 
Cases — Withdeawal of Suit. 

[L L. R., 3 All., 628 

See Compbomise— Remedy on Non-pee- 

FOEMANCE OF COMPEOMISE. 

[Agra, P. B., 1 

See Divoece Act, b. 35. 

[9 B. L. R., Ap., 6 

See Peactice — Civil Cases — Affidavits. 

[8 Bom., O. C., 65 

See Peactice — Civil Cases— Withdraw- 
al of Suits ok Appeals . Cor., 67 
[I. L. R., 7 Bom., 287 

See Relinquishment oe Omission to 
Sue foe Portion of Claim. 

[L L. R., 1 All., 324 

It was formerly held in some cases that the power 
to allow withdrawal of suits given hy the Civil Pro- 
cedure Code (section 97 of Act VIII of 1859) was 
not applicable to suits under the Rent Act, 1859. 

Doyal Chundee Ghosb c. DwaekanathMisseb 
[Marsh., 148 : W. R., P. B., 47 
1 Ind. Jur., O. S., 41 : 1 Hay, 347 

Modhoo Soodun Mulick V, Panch Cowreb 
Mulick . . . .7 W. R., 302 

Beer Chundeb Joobeaj v. Taeinee Churn 

Roy 11 W. R., 46 

RAMANATH DuTT t. JOYKISHEN MOOKEEJEB 

[11 W. R., 3 

In other c^scs rent suits were held not to be ex- 
cluded. Ram Charan Bysak v. Hauvey 

[2 B. L. R., S. N., 11 ; 10 W. R., 373 

WOOMANATH Roy Chowdhey V. Sekbnath 
Singh . . . ' . 15 W. R., 260 

Since the Bengal Rent Act, 18G9, however, the pro- 
cedure in rent suits has been, and is now, the same as 
in any other suits. 

Sanction for fresh suit.— 

Act Till of 1859, s. 97 , — Civil Courts had no power 
to sanction the bringing of a fresh suit, except under 
section 97, Act VIII of 1859. Aegoon 8ingh v. 
UuEEB Hub Singh . , .14 W. R., 472 

Anund Mohun Paul Chowdhbt v. Ram Kishen 
Paul Chowdhey. Gobind Chundee Paul 
Chowdhey v. Ramkishbn Paul Chowdhey 

[2 W. R., 297 

2. Leave to one of several co- 

plaintilTs to withdraw. — Consent of co-plaintiff , 
— Cicll Procedure Code, 1877, s. 373, — The proviso 
in t'o third clause of section 373 of the Code of 
Civil Procedure does not deprive the Court of power 
to permit one of several co-plaintiffs to withdraw 
unconditionally from a suit even though his co-plain- 


WITHDRAWAL OP SUIT.— Leave to one 

of several co-plaintiffs to withdraw— 

continued, 

tiffs do not consent to his withdrawal. Mohamaya 
Chowdheain V, Duega Chuen Shaha 

[9 O. L. R., 332 

3. Withdrawal with consent 

of defendant.— Procedure Code, 1859, s. 
97, — Right to bring fresh suit. — A plaintiff filed a 
plaint for an account to be taken. The plaintiff* 
withdrew the plaint, without the permission of the 
Court to withdraw from the suit, with liberty t(» 
bring a fresh suit. This was done for the purpose of 
a submission to arbitration under a deed mutually 
executed between the plaiutiff and defendant. The 
deed was not acted upon. Held, reversing the deci- 
sion of Macfhbeson, J., that the ])luintiff w^as not 
debarred by section 97 of Act VIII of 1859 from 
bringing a fresh suit to establish the agreement for 
reference to arbitration, and also for the account, 
which was a relief to which he was entitled. The 
section only applied to cases where the plaintiff withr 
draws from the suit without the consent of the 
defendant. Juggobundo Chatteejee v. Watson 
& Co Bourke, O. U., 162 

S. C. in Court below Bourke, O. C., 260 

4. Withdrawal of claim under 

S, 230, Act VIII of 1859. — Right to bring sub- 
sequent suit. — In a suit to recover the possession of 
land of which the plaintiff had been dispossessed in 
execution of a decree against the first defendant, it 
appeared that the plaintiff had applied within one 
month from the date of his dispossession to the Court 
from which the process of execution had issued under 
section 230 of the Code of Civil Procedure, setting 
up his title, and it was numbered and registered as a 
suit under the section. Before the claim came on 
for hearing, the plaintiff was allowed by the Court to 
withdraw the proceeding, with liberty to bring a 
fresh suit ui^oii the claim sot up. The plaintiff sub- 
sequently brought the present suit. Held that the 
former proceeding was a suit within the meaning of 
section 97 of the Code, and liberty having been given 
on its withdrawal before decree to bring another suit, 
the present suit was well brought. Subbaeamien v, 
PoNNUSAWMY Chetty . , 6 Mad., 298 

5. Substitution of assignee of 
plaintifiPs rights and allowing him to with- 
draw.— Power of Court. — Cioil Procedure Code, 
1859, s. 97.— Where the Court allow^c'l the purchaser 
of the plaintiff's rights to be substituted for him and 
then permitted him to withdraw the suit, — Held it 
was an order not within section 97, and one which 
the Court bad no power to make. Judooputtbb 
Chatteejee v. Chundee Kant Bhuttachaejek 

[9 W. R^ 309 

0, — Withdrawal after issue 

joined. — Civil Procedure Code, 1859, s, 97 . — 
Failure to support claim. — A plaintiff cannot be per- 
mitted to withdraw with liberty to bring a fresh suit 
after issue bus been joined and be has failed to 



( 6223 ) 


DIGEST OF CASES. 


( 6224 ) 


WITHDRAWAL OP SUIT. — Withdrawal 

after issue ioinedr^continued* 
produce evidence to support his claim, Muddun 
liAM Doss fJ. ISEAIL ALI CHOWDHEY 

[21 W. B., 291 

7. Discretion of 

Court, — Potoer to interfere loith discretion on ap~ 
peal. — Where, after issue joined, the plaintiff was 
permitted to withdraw his suit, with liberty to sue 
again, — Held that to allow withdrawal and fresh 
suit at that stage was a discretion to be exercised 
with great caution, but the discretion having been 
exercised it could not be interfered with on appeal by 
the Judge. Omksh CntJNDEE Mundul n. Tha- 
EOOE Doss Mooeeejee • • 23 W. R., 34:5 

8. - - Withdrawal before final judg- 

ment. — Discretion of Court.-t- Potoer to interfere 
with discretion on appeal , — Cioil Procedure Code^ 
1859 , s. 97. — A lower Appellate Court had no power 
to interfere with the discretion of a lirst Court under 
section 97, Act Vlll of 1859, in allowing a plaintiff, 
whether before or after the settlement of issues and 
before or afttir the acceptance of evidence upon the 
issues, at any time before final judgment, to with- 
draw from the suit with liberty to bring a fresh suit 
in the same matter. Kam Kanye Dutt u. Haeoo 
CuuNDEE Mojoomdae . . 17 W. R., 229 

9. Section 97 of Act 
Vlll of 1859, applied only to cases where a plaintiff, 
before final judgment, is permitted by the Court to 
withdraw from his suit, with liberty to sue again. 
Andnd MoiruN Paul Chowdhhy «. Ram Kisuen 
Paul Chowuhey, Oobind Chundee Paul Chow- 
DHEY V. Ramkishen Paul Chowuhey 

[2 W. R., 297 

10. Leave to bring fresh suit. — 

Ciiul Procedure Codcy 1859, s. 97 . — Permission un- 
der section 97 to bring a fresh suit could not be given 
after final judgment has been pronounced, Sheoeaj 
Nundun 8ingh V, llAJCOOMAE Uaboo Deo Nun- 
dun SiNon . . , .24 W. B., 23 

11. Failure to prove 
case. — Dismissal of suit. — Procedure. — The power 
to dismiss a suit, with liberty to bring a fresh one 
for the same matter, is limited to cases where the 
suit fails by reason of some point of form ; such 
liberty should not he given where, after issue joined, 
the plaintiff has failed to make out his case. Wat- 
son V. COLLECTOE or RaJSIIAYK 

[3 B. L. B., P, C., 48 : 12 W. R., P. C., 43 
13 Moore’s 1. A., 160 

See Mona Bibee v. Oomed Ali 

[16 W. R,, 276 

12. Civil Procedure 

Code, 1859,$. 873. — Ground for allowing withdraw^ 
al. — Quoire, — Whether, under section 373 of Act X of 
1877, the Court ought to permit the plaintiff to with- 
draw from the suit with liberty to bring a fresh suit 
on the ground that the defence to the suit was such 
that the suit must fail if proceeded with. Zahue- 

V, Khuda Yae Khan 

[I. L. B., 3 AU., 628 


WITHDRAWAL OP SUIT— con^iitiwrd. 

18. Ground for allowing with- 

drawaL— CitJiY Procedure Code, 1859, s, 
ahilitg to prove claim. — Where a plaintiff asked for 
permission to withdraw his plaint saying that it would 
be out of his power to adduce the evidence, which he 
pointed out as existing in certain records, within the 
period fixed hy the Court for hearing the case, the 
Court was competent, under section 97, Act VIII of 
1859, to grant liim permission to withdraw the suit, 
PoBBSH Naeain Roy v. 8ueut Soondueeb 
Dbbbb 16 W. R., 100 

14. Insufficiency of 
evidence. — In a suit by one of several sharers of cer- 
tain mortgaged property for contribution ou apeount 
of payments made by the plaintiff to prevent fore- 
closure, the Court on appeal thought the plaintiff 
might have produced better evidence, but his claim 
being a good one, it allowed him to withdraw tlie suit 
with leave to bring a fresh one. KhatoON Koon- 
WAE V . Huedoot Naeain Singh 

[20 W. B., 163 

15 . Compromise of suit on ap- 

peal — Civil Procedure Code, 1859, s. 97. — Subse- 
quent suit on compromise. — A suit founded on a com- 
promise, which was entered into when special appeal 
WHS withdrawn, was not barred by section 97, Act Vlll 
of 1859, as it w'as not a suit for the same matter with- 
in the meaning of that section ; hut if the compromise 
was duly made by the parties thereto, and if its 
terms have been broken, a party to it is entitled to 
maintain a suit to enforce it. Golab Singh v. 
Cheda Singh . . • . 3 Agra, 135 

16. - “Private agreement. — Restora- 

tion of suit. — Where a plaintiff filed a petition with- 
drawing his claim unconditionally, the suit should 
bo at once strutk off the tile. If the defendant 
had entered into some private agreement and did 
not fulfil the same, it might give a new right of 
action to the plaintiff for enforcing that agreement, 
but was no rejison for setting aside the petition for 
withdrawal of the suit as null and void. Shumshee 
Bahadoob V. Mahomed Ali Beg . 2 Agra, 168 

17. Suit for posspssion.— 6'w 

quent suit for rent. — Civil Procedure Code, 1859, 
s. 97. — ^Thero was nothing in section 97, Act VIH of 
1859, to prevent a suitor from instituting a claim for 
possession, and afterwards bringing on() for rent, 
Rameishoee Mundle V. Mooead Mundlb 

[W. R., 1864, Act X, 67 

18. Suit for possession after 
release from attachment in execution in 
another suit. — Civil Procedure Code, 1877, s. 97. 
— A claim to attached property made under Act yill 
of 1859, section 246, was dismissed, and the claimant, 
in the year 1875, instituted a regular suit against the 
decree-holder under the provisions of that section. 
The decree-holder then released the property from 
attachment, and the plaintiff withdrew his suit. The 
same property was afterwards/, in the year 1878, 
attached again and sold in execution of the same 
decree. Held that a subsequent suit for possession 
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WITHDKAWAI* OP SUIT.-Suit for pos- 
session after release from attachment in 
execution in another BMit— continued, 

of the property against the purchaser at the execution 
sale was not barred under section 97 of Act VIII of 
1859. JEshen Chunder Singh v. Shama Churn 
JBhutio, 11 Moore^s I. A., 7, cited. Mukhoda Soon- 
Dasi V, Rah Ghukn Kabmokab 

[I. L. R., 8 Calc., 871 

19. Suit withdrawn under Re- 
gulation law. — Civil Procedure Code^ 1859,e,97 , — 
A plaintiff without leave of the Court withdrew from 
a suit in 1853. He hied a fresh suit in the same 
cause of action in 1866. Meld that he was not 
debarred from doing so, as the provisions of section 
97 of the Code of Civil Procedure did not apply 
VlKATAK JOSHI V, JANABDAN JOSHI 

[7 Bom., A. C.» 23 

20. Nature of fresh suit—Pre^A 

euit filed upon a different title in existence at date 
of former suit, — Civil Procedure Code (XIV of 
1882), s, 373. — Practice, — The plaintiffs, who were 
an English joiht stock company registered under the 
English Companies Act of 1862, sued the defendant 
as a past member of the bank, upon a balance order 
of the High Court of Justice in England, dated 24th 
Pebruary 1881; to recover the sum of £678'3. In 
August 1882, the plaintiffs had died a previous suit 
against the defendant to recover the said sum of 
£678-3. That suit was based upon a call order, 
dated 11th November 1880, which it sought to en- 
force. By an order made in that suit on 7th April 
1883, the plaintiffs were permitted to withdraw it, 
with liberty to bring a fresh suit for the same cause 
of action. The present suit to enforce a balance 
order, dated the 24th February 1881, was filed on 
1 1th February 1885. It was contended on behalf 
of the defendant that the present suit being based 
upon an order which was in existence at the date of 
the previous suit, the plaintiffs could not now sue 
upon it ; that the plaintiffs could not abandon the 
title upon which they claimed in the first suit, and 
set up a different title in the second. Held that 
the plaintiffs were not precluded from bringing the 
second suit upon the balance order, and that the 
suit was properly framed. London, Bombay, and 
IAeditebbanean Bank, v. Bubjobji Sobabji 
Lywalla . . • 1. Ii. R., 9 Bom., 346 

21. • Witlidrawal of suit by next 

friend. — S«i< on hehalf of a minor. — Civil Pro- 
cedure Code (Act VIII ef 1859), s. 97. — Fraud , — 
Where a Court has reason to believe that a suit is 
lawfully brought by a party who has a right to 
bring it on behalf of a minor, any withdrawal of the 
suit by that party would have precisely the same 
effect as the withdrawal of a suit by a person of full 
age. But where a person acting for a minor has 
fraudulently withdrawn the minor^s suit under sec- 
tion 97 of Act VIII of 1859, without obtaining 
leave to bring a fresh suit, and by such withdrawal an 
absolute statutory prohibition is imposed on the 
minor from bringing a fresh suit, it is open to the 
minor to relieve himself from the consequences of 
the fraud in one of three ways, — viz., (1) by an ap- 


WITHDRAWAL OF SUIT.-Wlthdrawal 

of suit by next frienAr^continued. 

plication to the Court in the suit in which the with- 
drawal took place ; (2) by a regular suit to set aside 
the judgment founded upon the withdrawal ; or (3) 
by bringing a fresh suit for the same purpose, and 
setting up the fraud as an answer to the statutory 
bar. Ebhan Chundba Saeooi v. Ndndamoni 
Dasssb . . .X. Ii. R., 10 Calc., 887 

22. Withdrawal wrongly al- 

lowed. — Arbitration. — High Courfs powers of re- 
vision, — Civil Procedure Code, ss. 2, 373, 588, 622. 
— Practice, — Notice to show cause. — Amendment of 
plaint , — An order under section 373 of the Civil Pro- 
cedure Code permitting the withdrawal of a suit, with 
liberty to bring a fresh one, not being made appeal- 
able by section 688, or being a “ decree ** within the 
meaning of section 2, is not appealable. When the 
plaintiff in a suit applies for permission to withdraw 
it, with liberty to bring a fresh one, such permission 
should not be granted without the defendant being 
served with notice to show cause why such permis- 
sion should not be granted. L,, claiming as heir to 
H., a deceased Hindu, sued K,, his widow, and (?., a 
minor represented by his mother and guardian B,, to 
have the adoption by K. of O. set aside and for cer- 
tain other reliefs. The matters in difference in the 
suit were referred to arbitration, and an award was 
made in favour of the defendants. The plaintiff 
preferred objections to the award. Before these 
were disposed of K. died. The Court of first instance 
subsequently allowed the objections and set aside the 
award. The minor defendant then applied to the 
High Court for revision of the order setting aside 
the award. This application was rejected, on the 
ground that the order might be impugned on appeal 
from the decree in the suit. The plaintiff sub- 
sequently applied for permission to withdraw the 
suit, with liberty to bring a fresh one, on the ground 
that, K. having died, he was entitled to possession of 
the immoveable property left by H. This permis- 
sion was granted. The minor defendant applied to 
the High Court for revision. Held that it might 
have been a very good ground for allowing the plain- 
tiff to withdraw the suit that K., the adoptive mother 
of the minor defendant, had died pendente lite, had 
no arbitration proceedings taken place in the course 
of the suit ; but when the parties had referred their 
differences to arbitration, and an award had been 
made in favour of the defendant, and had been set 
aside, and an application for revision of the order 
setting it aside had been refused, on the ground that 
the matter could be made the subject of appeal from 
the final decree in the suit, permission to withdraw 
the suit and bring a fresh one should not have been 
granted. The minor defendant might be seriously 
prejudiced by such a course, and the suit had not 
abated against him by the death of K., while on the 
other hand a decree in the suit, if in his favour, 
would decide the litigation, and if in favour of the 
plaintiff, would not prevent his bringing a suit for 
possession on the separate cause of action which had 
arisen. Stahlschmidt v. Wolford, L. JB., 4 Q. B. D,, 
217, referred to. The High Court refused to allow 
the plaint in the suit to be amended, by the addition 
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wrongly allowed - continued, 

of a claim for possession of the property left by JET, 
Kalian Sino v. Lbkhbaj Singh 

[I. L. B., 6 All., 2U 

23. ■ Costs. — Power to award coats , — 

Withdrawal without leave. — The High Court has no 
power, under the Civil Procedure Code, to award costs 
to the defendant when the plaintiff withdraws not 
having asked leave to do so with liberty to bring an- 
other suit for the same matter. Bbabs ». Tieuvbn- 
GADA PiLLAI . . . .1 Mad., 247 

24. Power to award 
coats. — Civil Procedure Code, 1859^ a, 97. — Where 
the plaintiff applied, under section 97» Act VIII of 
1859, to be allowed to withdraw from the suit, with 
liberty to bring a fresh suit for the same matter, the 
Court refused the application. Another application 
for leave, simply to withdraw from the suit, was 
granted, the Court dismissing the suit with costs. 
Prate v. Tiruvengada Pallai 1 Mad., 247, dissented 
from. Hobbaini Bibi v. Pebi Khanuk 

[IRL. R., O.C.,45 

26. Form of order. 

•^Civil Procedure Code, 1859, a. 97. — A plaintiff 
who is permitted to withdraw from his suit under 
section 97, Act VIII of 1859, must pay the defend- 
ants costs. On such withdrawal, the proper order 
to be recorded is not one of dismissal, but one simply 
permitting the plaintiff to withdraw the suit, with 
liberty to bring a fresh suit for the same matter on 
payment of costs or otherwise as the Court may 
direct. Doucbtt. v. Wise . . IW. R., 822 

26. • Payment of coats 
not made condition precedent to fresh suit. — Power 
to stag suit. — J., having brought an action against 
B., was allowed to withdraw, with leave to bring a 
fresh suit, and was also ordered to pay the costs. 
Held, that the payment of the costs not having in 
terms been made a condition precedent to bringing a 
fresh suit, the Court had no power to stay proceed- 
ings in the fresh suit, on the ground that the costs had 
not been paid. Chitto v. Muzzub Hossain 

[2 Hyde, 212 

27. Small Cause 
Court. — A Small Cause Court is not bound to allow 
a plaintiff to withdraw a suit, on the ground that he 
has received payment from one of the defendants in 
the suit, that attempt to withdraw having been made 
after the plaintiff had succeeded in getting a judg- 
ment against two defendants which had been set 
aside by the Court on various grounds, and a new 
trial ordered. In such a case the Court may permit 
the withdraw'^al of the suit upon the terms of plain- 
tiff paying the first defendant's costs. Kama Chan- 
DBA Shastet V. Papit Aitan . 3 Mad., 27 

28. Withdrawal of appeal.— 
Power of Appellate Court. — An Appellate Court 
has authority to permit an appeal to be withdrawn. 
Bam Pbbshad Ojha v, Bhubosa Koonwab 

[9 W. B., 828 


WITHDRAWAL OF SUIT.-Withdrawal 

of appeal — continued. 

29. Permission of 

Court.— Notice of withdrawal.— kn appellant has no 
right to withdraw an appeal, which has been regularly 
roistered, without the permission of the Court. 
W here the appellant had given notice of the with- 
drawal of the appeal before the day of the hearing, 
and notice of withdrawal had been given to the re- 
spondent, but not until costs had b^n incurred, 

Held that the appellant was not at liberty to with- 
draw the appeal, and the Court ordered that the 
appeal be set down for hearing. Kabbbm Bbe v. 
Bbbgah Bbh • . . • 3 Mad., 368 

30. ■ ' Withdrawal of suit on ai)- 
peaL— Aci NNIII of 1861, s, 37.— Power of Ap^ 
peltate Court. — Under section 37, Act XXIIl of 
1861, the High Court, upon appeal from a Judge 
sitting in the exercise of the ordinary original juris- 
diction of the Court, had power, before pronouncing 
final judgment in appeal, to permit the plaintiff to 
withdraw from the suit with liberty to bring a fresh 
suit. Qbbgoby V. Doolbt Chand 

[14W.R.,O.C.,17 

81. ; Civil Procedure 

Code, 1859, s. 97. — Exercise hy Appellate Court of 
powers under s, 37, Act XXIII of 1861. — Where 
application was made for leave to withdraw a suit, 
wdth leave to bring a fresh one, it being contended 
that the fact of a notarial protest on inland bills, and 
of their being in the hands of the holder without 
signature, was proof of dishonour j and further, that 
defendant being a Hindu, there wes no necessity for 
notice of dishonour, — the Appellate Court, reversing 
the decision of the Court below, granted' the applica- 
tion under the power given by section 37, Act XX HI 
of 1861. Bombay City Bank v. Moonjee Hubby- 
dobs .... Botirke, A. O. C., 99 

82. Civil Procedure 
Code, 1859, s. 97. — The plaintiff having sued, and 
the issues having been laid down as though the 
suit was for separate possession, the decree of the 
lower Court for joint possession was set aside, with 
leave to plaintiff, under Act V'lII of 1859, section 97, 
to bring a fresh suit for joint possession. JuGaUN.» 
NATH Deb Nazis v. Mohbboollae* 

[17 W. B., 164 

88. — ■ — — Appellate Court, 

Powers of. — Discretion, Exercise of. — Civil Pro^ 
cedure Code, 1882, ss. 373, 582. — Where, on appeal 
from a decree dismissing a suit, the Appellate Court, 
being of opinion that the plaint was informally drawn 
and its allegations regarding the cause of action not 
sufficiently specific, gave the plaintiff permission, 
under section 373 of the Civil Procedure Code, to 
withdraw the suit, with leave to institute a fresh one, 
—Reid, per Steaight, J., that with reference to the 
terms of section 682 of the Civil Procedure Code, the 
Appellate Court had power to avail itself of the pro- 
visions of section 378, and therefore had a discretion 
to make the order allowing the plairitiff to withdraw 
the suit and institute a fresh one. Gregory v. Dooley 
Chand, 14 W. E., 0, C., 17 i and Khatoon Koonwar 
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WITHDRAWAL OP SUIT,— Withdrawal 

of suit on appeal— 

Hurdoot Narain Singh, 20 W, R,, 163, referred to. 
Also per SrnAiaHT, J., that it could not be said that 
the Appellate Court in this case had exercised its dis- 
cretion so unreasonably or erroneously as to compel the 
interference of the Hi}?h Court with it in appeal. 
JPcr Tyreell, J., that it might be taken that the 
Appellate Court, though not so stating in express 
terms, meant to set aside, and did set aside, the 
decree of the Court of first instance, regarding it us 
a decree which could not have been rightly made 
and must be set aside, by reason of the radical defect 
in the plaint, the basis of the suit and the decree ; 
and that, in tliis view, there was no legal objection to 
the exercise by the Appellate Court of the discre- 
tionary power of Chapter XXII of the Code. Gang A 
Ram V. Data Ram . . I. L. B., 8 All., 82 

34 , Applications for execution 

of decree,— Vrocedure Code, s. 374.— With- 
dratoal of application . — The rule laid down in sec- 
tion 371 of the Civil Procedure Code (Act XIV of 
1882) — that where a suit is withdrawn with leave to 
bring a fresh suit, the plaintiff shall be bound by 
the law of limitation in the same manner as if the 
first suit had not been brought — docs not apply to 
applications for execution, JPirjade v. Pirjade, JT. 
L, R., 6 Rom., 681, dissented from. Taeachani) 
Meghji t?, Kashinath Teimbak 

[ L L. B., 10 Bom,, 62 

36, Revocation of withdrawal. 

— Procedure Code, 1869, s. 97. — A plaintiff 
who has withdrawn from his suit is at liberty to 
rescind the act of withdrawal at any time before 
final judgment. St'ction 07 of the Civil Procedure 
Code was held to be inapplicable to a case where 
the plaintiff rescinded after two days, a petition 
be had presented of withdrawal from his claim. The 
last clause of that section contemplated cases in 
w'hich the withdrawal is not revoked. RAMnnuEOS 
Lall v, Gopee Reebee . • 6 N. W., 66 

WITNESS— CIVIL CASES. 

Col. 

1. Person Competent TO BE Witness . 6230 


2. Summoning Witnesses . . . 6231 

3. Expenses op Witnesses . , 6235 

4. Absconding Witnesses . . . 6236 

5. Swearing or Afpibmation of Wit- 

NESSES ...... 6238 

6. Examination of Witnesses . . 6238 

(a) Generally .... 6238 
{ b ) Cross-Examination . . . 6243 

7. Consideration and Weight of Evi- 

dence 6244 

8. Privileges of Witnesses , . 6246 


See Ameen 1 B. L. B., 8. N., 1, 2 
[9 W. R., 83 
11 W. B., 423 
17 W. B., 282 
19 W. B.,14 


WITNESS— CIVIL CA.S1EI&— continued. 

See Arrest — Civil Arrest. 

[14 B. L. B., Ap., 13 
1. L. B., 1 CrIo., 78 
4 Mad., 146 

See Cases under Civil Procbdueb 
Code, 1882, s. 177 (1859, s. 170). 

See Cases under Commission — Civil 
Cases. ‘ 

See Divorce Act, s. 52. 

[3 B. L. B., Ap., 8 

See Cases under Evidence— Civil Casks 
—Miscellaneous Documents — De- 
positions. 

See Cases under Evidence Act, 1872, 
8. 33. 

See Casks under Will— Attestation. 

See Will— Construction. 

[L L. B., 4 Mad., 244 

-———Refusal of party to attend as — 

See Superintendence of High Court — 
Charter Act, b. 15 — Civil Cases. 

[B. L. B., Sup. Vol., 716 

1. PERSON COMPETENT TO BE WITNESS. 

Arbitrator. — Suit after award 

ie set aside. — If an arbitration award is set aside and 
the matter is tried as a suit before the Court, the 
arbitrator cannot be examined as a witness as to the 
grounds of his deeision, but only to prove any admis- 
sion which may have been made before him in. the 
course of the arbitration and which might be 
material evidence. Nilmoneb Bosk v, Moiiima 
CuuNDER Dutt . . .17 W. B., 616 

2. Attorney. — Advocate. — Compe- 

tent witness. — An attorney wlio has acted as advo- 
cate for one of the parties, and })loaded his case in 
Court, can ho examined as a witness in the case. 
Kamfal Shaw v, Biswanath Mandal 

[5 B. L. B., Ap., 28 

3, Magistrate. — Suit for malicious 
pro.seoution. — Magistrate who held preliminarg en- 
rpiirg into criminal charge. — Magistrates are not 
incapacitated to give evidence of matters wliicdi have 
come before them in the course of a preliminary 
enquiry into a criminal charge. Held that in u suit 
for a malicious prosecution the defendant had a right 
to the evidence of the Subordinate Magistrate, who 
held B preliminary enquiry into a charge of forgery 
preferred by the defendant against the plaintift*. 
Kamabami Ayyan V. Ramu Mupan . 3 Mad., 372 

4, . Munsif. — Witness as to facts 

judicially before him. — A Munsif ought not to bo 
called on to depose as to what took place before him 
in the course of a trial which he was conducting as 
Munsif, and he is entitled to exemption. Anony- 
mous .. • . . , 6 Mad., Ap .9 42 
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WITNISSS— CIVIL CASES — con Hnued* 

2. SUMMONING WITNESSES. 

6. ' - Duty of Oouvt,-— Securing attend- 

ance of witnesses. — Every Court is bound to render 
all reasonable assistance to a party to enforce the at- 
tendnuco of his witnesses. Nilmoneb Banebjbe v. 
Shuebo Mongola Uebbb . . 6 W. E., 14 

0 , Application for 

summons to cite witnesses, — A party is entitled at any 
stage of the case before hearing to apply for a sum- 
tnons to cite witnesses without reference to the num- 
ber of such applications which he may have previ- 
ously made, and it is the duty of the Court to comply 
with such application, if any time be left before the 
bearing of the cause. Anueup Chandra Mukho- 
PADHYA V. Hieamani Dasi . 3 B. L. E., Ap., 38 

S. C. Onooeoop Chundfe Mookeejee v. IIeeea 
Moneb Dossbe , . .11 W. E., 418 

Haei Das Baisakh d. Moazam Hossein 

[8 B. li. E., Ap., 16 : 16 W. E., 447 

7. ■ • Power to summon witnesses. 

{Settlement of issues. — Act VIII of 1859 conferred 
no authority upon a Judge to issue summonses to 
witnesses to attend on the settlement of issues. The 
written statements must be prepared with great care 
and deliberation, so as to dispense altogether with 
parol evidence at the settlement of issues. Anfnd 
Chhndbe Banbejkb V. WooMESH Chundbe Roy 
[1 Ind. Jur., O. S., 15 : 1 Hyde, 147 

The subsequent Codes, however, expressly provide 
for the attendance of witnesses at a settlement of 
issues : sec section 159, Civil Procedure Code, 1882. 

8. Discretion of Court to sum- 
mon witnesses. — A Judge’s discretion in not 
compelling the attendance of witnesses named by one 
of the parties, must be exercised on reasonable 
grounds distinctly stated in the judgment. Oz££E 
Mahomed p. Bydnath Doss Chow])iiey 

[6 W. E., Act X, 6 

Haea Chand Poeamanick V. Khishto Monee 
Giebe . . . ,1 W. E., 298 

Matungunbb Dabba V, Kaxeb Dabea 

[2 W. B., 4 

See Neem Chtjnd Dey v. Anfnd Coomae 
Roy Chowdhey . .7 W. E., 147 

9. Selection of wit- 

nesses hy Court. — It is not right for the low’er Court 
to aeloct five out of twenty witnesses tendered for 
examination. It is the bounden duty of the Judge 
to receive all the evidence tendered, unless the object 
of summoning a large number of witnesses clearly 
appears to be to impede the adjudication of the case, 
or otherwise to obstruct tlie ends of justice. 
Ramduan Mandal p. Rajballab Paeamanik 

[6 B. L. E., Ap., 10 

10. - " Power to refuse to 

summon tvitness. — A Court has no power to refuse to 
summon witnesses when expressly requested by a party 
to do so unless tlio witnesses are required to be suin- 
luoued in such a manner, or in such numbers, as 


WITINESS— CIVIL CAS:E\S^continued. 

2. SUMMONING WITNESSES-6*on«n«s<f. 

Discretion of Court to summon witnesses 

— continued, 

clearly indicates a vexatious desire of obstructing the 
course of justice. Ram Phul Pandey v. Wahbd 
Ali Khan . . • . . , 14 W. E., 66 

11. Refusal to sum- 
mon witnesses . — Reasons for refusing application to 
enforce attendance . — It is not incumbent on a Court 
to give detailed legal reasons for its refusal to comply 
with an application to enforce the attendance of a 
party to a suit as a witness. Siddhessueree 
Debia V. Denobfndhoo Koondoo . 6 W, E., 66 

12. Preliminaries to summon- 
ing witness. — Materiality of evidencci — Before the 
Court makes an order compelling the attendance of a 
party to the suit, it must be satisfied that his evi- 
dence will he material. GOFAL Chundee Hazeah v, 
Mohbsh Chundbe Banbejeb . 21 W. E., 44 

13. Summoning plaintiff ' as 
witness. — Reasons for summons. — JJuty of Court, 
— Materiality of evidence. — A Court is bound, be- 
fore summoning a plaintiff to give evidence, to re- 
cord the reasons of its being satisfied that the evi- 
dence of the plaintiff is essential to the defendant’s 
case. Where, however, the Court does not give rea- 
sons for being satisfied that the presence of the 
plaintiff is necessary, it docs not follow that the 
defendants had failed to satisfy the Court that there 
w'as sufficient ground for the application. Ma- 
EooND Adit v. Suttooeghun Adit 

[17 W. E., 607 

14. ■ Application to summon wit- 

nesses. — Witnesses declared unnecessary by Court. 
— Where on a case coming on for hearing before a 
Court to w^hich it liad been remanded, the Judge ob- 
served that the evidence of witnesses would be un- 
necessary, the declaration w'as held to have sufficiently 
justified the plaintiffs in making no fui’ther applica- 
tion for a summons on their witnesses. Ram J b wun 
Bingh V, Radha Peeshad Singh 

[le W. E., 109 

16. Undertaking to 

bring witnesses. — Practice. — On the 12tli October 
1879 the plaintiff applied to the Court for sub- 
pccnas to his witnesses. The Court refused to grant 
them, on the ground that the plaiutiff had himself 
originally undertaken to bring his witnesses. (The 
Court had fixed the 28tli October 1879 for the 
final hearing of the plaintiff’s case.) Held that the 
plaintiff’s failure to bring his witnesses was no suffi- 
cient reason for depriving him (the plaintiff) V£ 
his right to have subpoenas issued, if he found 
himself unable to bring bis w itnesses or to detain 
them till they could be examined, although it might 
possibly be, under certain circumstances, a reason for 
not waiting for them, if the plaint iff’s case had been 
in other respects tinisbed before they could be ex- 
amiued. Pandueang Anpai v. Keshavji Jadhay- 
jx . • • • 1. L. E., 6 Born., 742 
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WITNESS-CIVIL CASES-con^tntftf^. 

2. SUMMONING WITNESSES--c<Mi^i»tt«A 

16. Time for summoning wit- 
nesses. — Butff of Court, — The Civil Procedure 
Code neither expressly nor impliedly declares that 
witnesses must be summoned before the day fixed for 
the first hearing of the suit. So long as the hearing 
merely stands adjourned, and so long as the party 
who wishes to summon witnesses has not closed his 
case, the Court is bound to summon them, unless it 
appears that the application is made so late that the 
witnesses cannot be reasonably expected to attend in 
time to be examined before that party’s case closes. 
iNDEO Chundee Baboo ©. Dunlop 

[9W.B.,6dO 

17. Ground for reAisal to sum- 
mon witnesses. — Obligation of Court to assist 
party r-^Delag in giving names of intended witnesses, 
— Where an appellant delayed to give in the names 
of his witnesses, but would yet have been within rea- 
sonable time to secure their attendance on the day of 
bearing if summonses had been sent through differ- 
ent peons by the railway, — Held that the lower 
Appellate Court was bound to have directed the issue 
of the summonses, and to have given every assistance 
to the party asking for them, all additional expenses 
being paid by such party. PeAbeb Mohun Moo- 
EEBJEE V. MADHUB ChUNBEB GHOBAL 

[9 W. B., 489 

18. Omission of pro* 

per steps to obtain attendance of witnesses . — 
Where some of the witnesses (defendants) in a suit 
had been examined, and plaintiff petitioned the Court 
to have the remaining defendants examined as wit- 
nesses, he was held not to have taken the necessary 
steps required by law to enforce their attendance, be- 
cause he did Uot make any special application to the 
Court, or show sufficient grounds in support of his 
petition. Ram Tuhul Thakooe v, Oodit Naeain 
Singh 12 W, B., 86 

19 . Procedure under 
Dekkan Agriculturists Act^ XVII of 1879, s. 7. — 
Bight of defendant to call witnesses. — The plaintiff 
sued, under section 3, clause (w) of Act XVII of 
1879, for money due on a bond dated the 8th Sep- 
tember 1877. The defendant, though duly summon- 
ed, did not appear on the day fixed in the summons, 
which w'as for the final disposal of the suit. The 
Court, therefore, proceeded with it eof parte. The 
defendant, being subsequently summoned and exam- 
ined as a witness under section 7 of the Act, admitted 
the bond sued upon, but pleaded part-payment of the 
plaintiff’s claim. He then applied to the Court that 
his witnesses should be summoned, and that their 
evidence be taken in support of his allegation. The 
Subordinate Judge was of opinion that he (defend- 
ant) was not entitled to offer the evidence. On his 
referring the case to the High Court, — Held that it 
was his duty to summon the witnesses named by the 
defendant. Dulichand v. DnoNpi 

[L L. B., 6 Born., 184 

20. Civil Procedure 

•Code, 1877, s. 137, — Summons to produce documents. 


WITNESS-CIVIL CASES— 

2. SUMMONING WITNESSES-«o»«»««rf. 

Ground for ref^al to summon witnesses 

^continued, 

— In all cases in which parties apply for a summons 
to compel the attendance of witnesses, or a summon# to 
produce documents, or apply to huve a document sent 
for under section 137 of the Code of Civil I^ocedure, 
the Court ought not to refuse such application mere- 
ly because in its opinion the witnesses cannot be pre- 
sent, or the documents cannot be produced, before the 
termination of the trial. Keishna Chuen BaisaOE 
V, Peotab Chunbes Suema 

[L L. B., 7 Calc., 560 

21. Ground for adjournment of 

suit. — Delay in making application to summon 
witnesses. — Discretion of Court. — If a party applies 
for summons to witnesses so late that he cannot bring 
the witnesses on the day of hearing, it still remains 
in the discretion of the Court to decide whether or no 
the case should be adjourned. A Munsif is bound 
under the Procedure Code to issue summonses to wit- 
nesses when asked for. Abbool Kabie v. Abin 
Miebha 24 W. B., 290 

22. Civil Procedure 
Code, 1882, ss. 159 and 167. — Summoning witnesses. 
— Delay in serving summonses, — Under section 159 
of the Code of Civil Procedure (Act XIV of 1882), 
parties are entitled to summonses for their witnesses 
at any time before the final hearing, but if there has 
been delay and want of diligence m consequence of 
which witnesses, not having been served in good time, 
are not present, the Court may properly refuse to ad- 
journ the hearing. Kaji Ahmed v. Kaji Mahamad 

[1. L. B., 9 Bom., 808 

23. ' Power to dismiss suit.— Du- 
missal of suit on ground of there not being time 
after filing of list to summon witnesses.^ Civil Proce* 
dure Code, 1859, s. 149 ; 1877, s. 159.— The 20th of 
March 1877 having been fixed for the final hearing of 
a suit, the plaintiff, on the 17th of March, and the 
defendant on the 19th, filed their lists of witnesses to 
be summoned. Both lists were ordered merely to be 
put up with the record. When the suit came on for 
hearing, it was dismissed on the ground that, when the 
plaintiff filed bis list there was not sufficient time left 
to summon the witnesses. Held that the Judge was 
not justified in dismissing the suit on this ground, 
unless he found that it would have been absolutely 
impossible to secure the attendance of the witnesses 
had the summonses been granted on the l7th in- 
stant. Section 149 of Act VIII of 1859, and sec- 
tion 159 of Act X of 1877. discussed. Rajbndbo 
Naeain Nbogi «. Kumud Naeain Bhup 

[8 C. L. B., 569 

24. Issue of fresh subpoenas to 

witnesses.-^ of ex parte case under s, 
119, Civil Procedure Code, 1859.—Q,uiBre. — Where^ 
either under section 119, Code of Civil Procedure, or 
in the exercise of a power of review, a suit is restored 
to its original position, is the plaintiff bound to 
obtain and issue fresh subpoenas ? Bisuen Pbbkabh 
Singh v, Ruttun Qbsb Chela . 20 W. B., 8 
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WITNESS— CIVIL 

2. SUMMONING WITNESSES— 

26. Service of subpoenas.— 

Liability for non-tervice, — After a list of witnesses 
has been filed and the tuUubana paid, the Court’s 
officers, not the applicant, are responsible for the 
service and return of notice. Mubbitee Khanum 
V , Hooeoom Bibeb * . , .16 W. B., 88 

26. Form of summons.— Omttf- 
tion to state place of attendance, — A summons 
should state the place of attendance. Anonymous 

[7 Mad., Ap., 14 

Anonymous , . . 7Mad., Ap., 48 

See Section 163, Civil Procedure Code, 1882. 

27. Summoning public officer 
as a witness.— In fixing the time for the attend- 
ance of a public officer as a witness, or in granting 
an adjournmeut for that purpose the fullest con- 
sideration must be given to the exigencies of the 
public duties of the officer summoned. Anonymous 

[6 Mad., Ap., 6 

28. Issue of warrant on non- 

attendance of witness. — Warrant of arreet for 
witnesses not attending . — Verbal order to attend , — 
A verbal order of the Court to witnesses requiring 
them to attend on a future day would not justify 
the issuing of a warrant for the apprehension of 
such witnesses in case they failed to attend in obe- 
dience to such verbal order. Vbnkatappah v. Pa- 
6 Mad., 182 

Anonymous case • • 6 Mad., Ap., 10 

See, however, ANONYMOUS CASE 

[6 Mad., Ap., 15 

3. EXPENSES OP WITNESSES. 

29. Bight to be paid expenses. 

-Omission to apply for expenses before giving 
evidence. — A witness is entitled to be paid his ex- 
penses by the party at whose instance he has been 
summoned, although he has not applied for them 
before giving his evidence, London, Bombay, and 
Meditebbanean Bank, v, Mahomed Ibbahim Pab- 
KAB . . • L L. B., 4 Bom., 619 

30. • ’ Suitable expenses, 

— Persons of rank and wealth. — People of rank and 
wealth when summoned as witnesses to a distance 
from their place of residence, are entitled to travel- 
ling and other expenses suitable to their circum- 
stances. Chundee Sbkhue Deb c. Jadub Chun- 
DEB Sett 19 W. B., 78 

81. Payment of expenses into 

Court. — Civil Procedure Code, 1859, s, 151. — Under 
section 151, Act VIII of 1859 (extended to Revenue 
Courts by section 67, Act X of J859), the defendant 
was not bound to pay into Court tlie costs of sum- 
.Aonlng and defraying the expenses of the witnesses, 
until the Court had fixed what was reasonable. 
Mohun Mundub V, Bbij Bhookun Sinoh 

[9 W. B., 128 


WITNESS-CIVIL CASES-c 

3, EXPENSES OP WITNESSES— 

32. Power to order evidence to 

be taken. — Omission to tender expenses. — Pvt- 
dence of tender of expenses. — Where there was no 
proot that a defaulting witness’s expenses were ten- 
dered to him by the party at whose instance he was 
summoned, the Court on appeal declined to order 
that witness’s evidence to be taken or to take it 
itself. IsHBN Chundeb Sen v . Onath Nath Dbb. 
Cowell t^. Ishbn Chundeb Sen . 18 W. B,, 16 

33. Amount of expenses.— Cow- 

pensationfor loss of time^ — Act Vlll of 1859 made 
no provision for compensation to witnesses for loss of 
time. Nawab Nazim op Bengal v . Peosono Na- 
EAiN Deb 2 Hyde, 286 

84. Provision for expenses.— 

Suit for expenses, — Cause of action, — No action for 
the expenses of a witness will lie. Explanation of the 
manner of providing for the payment of such ex- 
penses. De Saban V, Hubsish Chundeb Biswas 

[6 W. B., S. C. C. Bef, 6 

4. ABSCONDING WITNESSES. 

86. ■ > Hon-attendance of witness- 

es on summons. — Duty of parties . — Commission, 
— When witnesses do not appear after service of sum- 
mons, it is the duty of the party requiring their evi- 
dence, and not of the Court, to move for further mea- 
sures to be taken to secure their attendance ; and when 
a Commission is issued for the examination of wit- 
nesses, the Court must be moved to wait for the re- 
turn. Nund Mohun Chowdhey V, Goluck Nath 
Neogeb 11 W. E., 99 

36. Duty of parties, 

— Issue of attachment, — Civil Procedure Code, 1859, 
s, 168, — Where witnesses do not appear on summons, 
it is for the parties to move the Court, not for the 
Court to proceed, suo motu, to further the production 
of the witnesses, though the Court may issue attach- 
ment under section 168, Code of Civil Procedure, if 
it is shown that the witnesses are absconding or keep- 
ing out of the way. Bachman r. Lail Bbhareb 
Pandby . . , . 13 W. B., 824 

37. • • Order for arrest of witness. 

’—Civil Procedure Code, 1859, s, 168, — Proceedings 
against witnesses absent who have been summoned.— ~ 
Where a lower Appellate Court, by the terms of its 
order on a petition for the apprehension of witnesses, 
under section 168, Code of Civil Procedure, under- 
took to see that proper orders should be passed, it was 
bound to pass such orders as might, in its judicial dis- 
cretion, be necessary under that section. Mohadeb 
Shaha V, Shso Suhoy Geeb . 9 W. B., 853 

38. — Witness making 

default in appearing . — Civil Procedure Code, 1859, 
s, 16S,—&roundfor issue of war rant, ^Section 168 of 
the Civil Procedure Code required^ that there should 
appear to the Court to be satisfactory ground for be- 
lieving that the default on the part of witnesses sum- 
moned to give evideuce was without lawful excuse 
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WITNESS— CIVUj CASES— 

4>. ABSCONDING WITNESSES— continued. 

Order for arrest of witneea— continued. 
before issuing a warrant for the an’est of such wit- 
nesses. But it was not necessary for this purpose 
to institute a formal investigation and come to a de- 
termination on the evidence adduced. Peeiyanna 
Chetty V . Qovdjda Gounden . 5 Mad., 104 

39. Issue of proclamation 
* against absent witness. — Materiality of evi- 
dence, — Ground for non-attendance. — A Court was 
held to be not bound to issue a proclamation against 
absent witnesses in a case wlicre it was not satisfied 
•that the witnesses were material, or that they had 
really absconded to avoid attendance. BHOOBinr 
Moyee Dossbe V. Kishoeee Dossee .6 W. B., 235 

40. Application for process 

against absconding witness.— Ground for not 
granting application . — Civil Procedure Code^ 1859, 
ss. 159 1 108. — On application being made under sec- 
tions 159 and 168 of Act VIII of 1859 for issue of 
process against an absconding witness, the Court if 
satisfied (as it was bound to be) that the witness had 
absconded, and that he was a material witness ought to 
grant the apj)lication unless the applicant had placed 
himself in such a position by his conduct that it 
would be inetjuitable to grant it. Bajoo Singh v. 
Lalla Balgobind Lal . . 1 W. B., 26 

41 . Notice of proclamation. — 

Civil Procedure Code, 1859, es. 159 and 108. — Service 
of proclamation. — Tlie proclamation issuable under 
section 169, Act Vlll of 1859, could not be legally 
affixed to the mal cutcherry of a defaulting witness. 
Before the provisions of that section can come into 
play, personal service of summons must be attempted. 
In the absence of process of legal service, the Magis- 
trate’s order of imprisonment for contempt, under 
section 174 of the Penal Code, and section 168 of 
the Code of Criminal Procedure, was quashed. 
Queen v. Hueynath Chowhhey 

[7 W. B., Cr,, 68 

42. Discretion of Court as to 
issue of proclamation. — Proclamation against 
absent witness , — Civil Procedure Code, 1859, s. 159, 
— Section 159, Code of Civil Procedure, gives a Civil 
Court a discretion as to the issue of ])roclamation and 
Bnbbequent orders for attachment ; but such Court is 
bound to exercise a reasonable discretion. Poean 
Chundee Ghosb V . Gopbe Nath Singh 

[8 W. B., 505 

43. Ground for issue 

of proclamation. — Civil Procedure Code, 1869, s. 159. 
— A Court was not authorised to issue the proclama- 
tion and attachment mentioned in section 159, Code of 
Civil Procedure, unless it was proved to its satisfac- 
tion that the evidence of the witness was material, 
and that he was avoiding the summons ; and after 
these circumstances have been shown, it was a matter 
of discretion to issue the proclamation and attach- 
ment, and after issue to let the case stand over. 
Kalee Dass Chuckeebutty V . Eshan Chundke 
Chatteejee .... 13W. B., 416 


WITNESS— CIVIL CASiEB— continued, 

4. ABSCONDING WITNESSES-^ 

44. • Ground for postponement 

of case . — Application for process against absent toil- 
ness made at late stage of case. — Civil Procedure 
Code, 1859, s. 159. — Where an application w^as made 
at a very late stage of a case to enforce tlie provisions 
of section 159 of the Code of Civil Procedure, with- 
out proffer of any prbof that the witness was abscond- 
ing or keeping out of the way for the purpose of 
avoiding the service of the summons, the lower Ap- 
pellate Court was* held to have been justified in not 
postponing the case to secure the attendance of the 
witness, although material. Ajoodhya Doss v, 
Misbun 16 W. B., 176 

45 . Fine for avoiding service of 

summons.— A XJX of 1853, s. 28. — Act X of 
2861. — Section 28 of Act XIX of 1853 having been 
repealed by Act X of 1861, a Judge had no jurisdic- 
tion, under Act VIII of 1859, to inflict a fine for the 
purpose of punishing a witness who absconded, or 
kept out of the way, to avoid service of summous. 
In eb Gajadhab Peasap Naeayan Singh 

[1 B. L. B., A. C., 186 

S. C. Gujadhue Pekshad Nabain Singh v. Jro- 
DBO Naeain . . .10 W. B., 233 

6. SWEARING OR AFFIRMATION OP 
WITNESSES. 

46. Objection to take oath. — 

Member of Churclt of England. — Slat. 17 and 18 
Viet., c. 125. — A member of the Church of Eng- 
land is not exempt by la\v from tiiking an oath in a 
Court of Justice in India, although he may euUu’tain 
sincere objections against taking an oath on tlicBibU*, 
and is willing to make an afUnnation binding u])oi! 
his conscience. The English Statute 17 and 18 Vic- 
toria, Cap. 125, does not apply to India. Valu 
Mupali V . SowEEBY . . .2 Mad., 246 

47. Where a Maho- 

medan witness stated that he had no objection to 
oaths in general, biit that be W’as suffering from a dis- 
ease wdiieh disqualified him from taking an oath on 
the Koran until purification, — Eeld that the witness 
must be sworn in the regular way or not at all. ANO- 
NYMOUS Case . . .1 Mad., 89, note 

6. EXAMINATION OP WITNESSES. 

(a) Generally. 

48. Selection of witness.— 

of parties. — It is not the business of a Court to de- 
termine what witnesses shall be examin(‘d. The 
parties must select their own witnesses, and call 
the CVmrt to examine such of them us they may offer 
for examination, and it is their own fault if they do 
not take the necessary steps to have the witnesses 
examined, or to compel them to be present for exami- 
nation at the proper time. MOBNO Moyee Debbe v. 
Bhebu Koomae Citowphey . 6 W. B., 231 

Deen Dyal Singh v. Danes Roy 

[13 W. B., 185 
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WITNESS-CIVIL CASES-coMf/wttcrf. 

6. EXAMINATION OF WITNESSES— con;^««wc(i. 
(a) Genbkally — continued, 

49. Right to have witnesses 

examined. — Ground for refufsing to hear witness, 
— Opinion of Court as to materiality of evidence , — 
Every party to a suit is entitled to have all the wit- 
nesses whom he desires to call, and is ready at the 
trial to produce, heard by the Court, whatever opinion 
the Court may form by anticipation as to the pro- 
bable value of the evidence when 'it shall be given. 
Looloo Singh v, Rajendue Laha 

[8 W. B., 364 

PoBAN Chfndeb Ghose V, Gopebnath Sinoh 

[8 W. R., 606 

Chowdhey Khooego Roy v, Shib Tohul Roy 

[17 W. R., 172 

60. Ground of spe- 

cial appeal . — Omission of Court to examine loitness. 
— As a general rule, all the witnesses brought for- 
ward by a party ou^?ht to be examined. Rut when 
an objection is made in special appeal that the Judge 
below has omitted to examine certain witnesses, it 
ought to l>e shown that the evidence of those witness- 
es would have been material to the case. Nilkanth 
SiTEMAH V, SoosELA Debia . . 6 W. R., 324 

61. Want of opportunity to ad- 

duce evidence. Proof of.— Tender and rejection 
of witness. — In order to establish such a plea as that 
lie was not allowcMl an opportunity to adduce evidence 
a party must show that he tendered witnesses or other 
evidetiee, and that his tender was rejected on the 
ground alleged. Buebh All Sown AG ue v. Joyantjt 
Khan 11 W. R., 248 

Chundee Nath Sein v, Anundmoyee Dossee 

[11 W. R., 289 

Queen v, Totaeam . . U W. B., Cr., 16 

62. Refusal to examine wit- 

ness. — Ground for refusal. — Omission from list 
of witnesses. — The fact of a witness not having been 
named in the plaiiitifC’s list of witnesses is no ground 
for refusing to examine him when produced at the 
proper time. Raehai. Doss Mundul v. Peotap 
Chundee Hazeah . . .12 W. R., 466 

63. Refusal of verbal 

request of vakil . — Ground of special appeal . — 
Where a lower Appellate Court’s refusal to examine 
witnesses in a suit for damages for assault is made a 
ground of special appeal, it is not siiflicient to put in 
an adidavit to the effect that a verbal request of the 
vakil to examine the witnesses was refused by the 
Judge. Ramessue Rhuttachakjee v. Shib 
Naeain Chuckbebutty . . 14 W. B,, 419 

64. Additional wit* 
nesses to facts already in evidence. — Tender of large 
number of witnesses. — Ground for remand. — In a suit 
for possession of zemindari and other estates claimed 
by the plaintiff as son and heir of the deceased zemin- 
dar, the defendants denied the title of the plaintiff, 
alleging that he was a spurious and supposititious child, 


WITNESS — CIVIL CASES— confmtfedf. 

6. EXAMINATION OF WITNESSES— continued, 
(a) Gbnbealli— con^^w«c^^. 

RcfusAl to examine witness— con/inuffd. 

and tendered fifty-eight witnesses to prove that fact. 
The Zillah Court having taken the depositions of 
thirty of these witnesses refused to permit the remain- 
ing twenty-eight to be examined, on the ground that as 
they were going to prove the facts dejiosed to by those 
already examined, it was unnecessary to take their 
depositions, and ultimately decided in favour of the 
plaintiff. The defendants appealed to the Judder 
Court, which refused to examine the witnesses reject- 
ed by tbe Zillah Court, and affirmed the decree of 
that Court. On appeal to Her Majesty in Council, 
the Judicial Committee remitted the case back to 
the Sudder Court, being of opinion, that the refusal 
by that Court to permit the examination of the 
witnesses tendered was iiTegular, and that no 
decision could be come to upon the merits under 
such circumstances. Jeswunt Singjbe Ubby Sing- 
JEE V. Jet Singjee Ubby Singjee 

[2 Moore’s I. A., 424: 6 W. R., P. C., 46 
66. Ground for re- 

mand. — A lower Court having allowed some of the 
witnesses of the plaintiff to depart without taking 
their evidence, the plaintiff objected to its taking 
the evidence of more of the defendant’s witnesses 
than of his own. Upon this the Court allowed some 
of the defendant’s witnesses to leave the Court with- 
out examiniug them. The case on coming up to the 
High Court was remanded for examination of nil the 
remaining witnesses and a fresh decision. Gopee 
Ojha V. Hue Gobind Singh . 12 W. B., 229 

66. — " Application to 

re-examine after consent to allow evidence in one 
suit to be evidence in others. — Five suits having been 
brought to recover a balance of accounts from de- 
fendants, who were alleged to be partners of a trad- 
ing concern, and as such liable, certain witnesses 
were examined in four of the cases in which the 
plaintiff in one of the suits was not a party, and at 
his request the evidence taken in those cases was 
allowed to be used as evidence in his case, and then 
the witnesses were discharged. Two days after this 
he applied to have the witnesses re-examined, giving 
no reason for his application, which was refused. 
Held that the refusal was justified in the absence of 
any new reason for the re-exaniination, Sekenath 
Roy V. Goluck Chundee Sein . 16 W. R., 348 

57 , Death before delivering 

legal judgment. — Obligation to hear witnesses 
again. — Consent of parties. — A suit was dismissed 
by a Deputy Collector, who died before recording a 
legal judgment, whereupon it was made over by the 
lower Appellate Court for trial to the decxjaskl 
officer’s successor, who decided the case in favour 
of the plaintiff upon the evidence as it stood on the 
record without any objection by cither party. Held 
that it was not the duty of the second Deputy 
Collector to remand the witnesses or to take ^di- 
tional evidence, unless requested to do so by the 
parties. GouB Chundee Sen v, Maniok Ram 

[13 W. B., 76 



( 6241 ) 


DIGEST OP CASES. 


WITOTSSS-CIVIL CASBS-coif<iiftttfrf. 

6, EXAMINATION OP WITNESSES— co»«ini*cd. 
(a) Gbvbballt — continued. 

5g, Beoall of witnesB.— 

fitr plaintiff recalled for defendant.^ Leave of 
Court. — When a witness has been examined on be- 
half of the plaintiff he cannot be recalled as a wit- 
ness for the defendant without leave obtained at the 
end of the first examination. Maokiktosh v. No- 
BINMONKY Dosseb . 2 Iiid. Jur., N. S., 160 

60. "Examination of 
witnesees hy Appellate Court. — Courts should in all 
cases exercise the powers with which they have been 
entrusted by the law in the examination of witnesses, 
if they see that they are not properly examined 
through the incompeteney of those who have the 
management of the suits. If the Muiisif fails to 
take proper evidence, the Appellate Court should not 
decide the case on such evidence as there is, but hav- 
ing the power to call for further evidence under 
section 365, Act VIII of 1859, it should take proper 
means for making the evidence complete. Bam- 
OATi V. iMiTABi Banes . 1 B. Ij. R., S. NT., 20 

[10 W.B., 280 

60. Mode of taking evidence.- 

Observations on the improper manner in which the 
evidence in cases is generally taken in the subordi- 
nate Courts, and in which it was taken in this case. 
Phul Kuae c. Stjejan Pandey 

[I. Xu R., 4 All., 249 

6L ‘ Irregularity in examination 

of witness. — Witness for plaintiff examined in 
absence of defendant or his pleaders. — Irregularity . — 
Objection not taken in time. — Evidence Act, s. 167.-^ 
The examination of a material witness of the 
plaintiff, in the absence of the defendant, his vakil 
having been removed, and no other vakil then act- 
ing for him, is such an irregularity as, if objected to 
at the proper time, would be fatal to the reception of 
such evidence. But where no objection w’as urged 
during the trial, or until an appeal was interposed, 
the Judicial Committee held that the objection came 
too late and could not be sustained, as, notwith- 
standing such irregularity and miscarriage, that fact 
did not taint the whole proceedings so as to prevent 
the plaintiff recovering uix)n the other evidence 
which was sufficient to establish his case. But 
although the other evidence rendered the evidence 
improperly admitted immaterial, the Judicial Com- 
mittee, as there had been an irregularity in the 
Court below in affirming the judgment, refused to 
give the costs of the appeal. Bommabauze Baha- 
DUB V. Rangabahy Mudaly 

[6 Moore’s X A., 232 

62. Evidence given 

without cross-examination and without opportunity 
of cross-examination. — Evidence given when a party 
never had the opportunity either to examine or to 
cross-examine the witnesses, or to rebut their testi- 
mony by fresh evidence, is not legally admissible for 
or gainst him, unless he consents that it should be 
so used. Gobachand SibeAb v. Bau Nabain 
Chowdhby • . . 9 W. B., 687 


WITMESS-CIVIL CASES-conft»f<c(f. 

6. EXAMINATION OF WITNESSES— confiwiieif. 

(a) Gbnbraily— 

68. Evidence to contradict 

Contradiction of witness to collateral 
questions. — Right to call evidence to contradict . — 
The rule limiting the right to call evidence to 
contradict witnesses on collateral questions ex- 
cludes all evidence of facts which arc incapable 
of affording any reasonable presumption or inference 
as to the principal matter in dispute, the test being 
whether the fact is one which the party proposing 
to contradict would have been allowed himself to 
prove in evidence. Gulam Alli bin Kazi Ismail 
V- Aga Khan . . .6 Bom., O. C., 93 

64, - Evidence of experts.— Proo/ 

of signatures. — In a suit for arrears of rent for 1273 
at an enhanced rate, plaintiff relied upon an agree- 
ment said to have been executed by defendant in that 
year. The Assistant Collector found that the agree- 
ment had not been executed by defendant. On ap- 
peal, the Judge called an expert who proved that the 
signatures of the attesting witnesses were not all 
genuine, and the decision of the Assistant Collector 
was affirmed. Held that the Judge was wrong in 
calling for and acting upon the evidence of the 
expert. Bindessueeb Dutt Singh v. Doma Singh 

[9 W. R., 88 

66. Consent to be bound by 

particular witness. — Evidence not legally ad^ 
missible. — An d priori consent to abide by the testi- 
mony of a certain witness eannot bind the consent- 
ing party to hearsay testimony, but only to such 
evidence as is legally admissible, — i.e., evidence as 
to such facts as the witness can directly speak to. 
Luceeemonee Dobsee V. Shuneubebe Dossee 

[2 W. R., 262 

Munnoo Singh v. Ameut Lall . 5 W. R., 234 

66. Witness sworn 

in particular manner, — Where the plaintiff rested 
her claim solely on the deposition of the defendant 
to be taken by his placing his hand on a particular 
text of the Koran, and the defendant not being 
examined in that way but in the usual way, did not 
prove the claim, — Held that the Court was not right 
in allowing the plaintiff to examine further witnesses 
and to reopen her case. Mahomed Saleh v. 
Mueiamoonissa • . .10 W. R., 284 

67. Plaintiff agree- 

ing to be bound by defendants evidence.-— Statements 
obviously untrue. — Where the defendant on examin- 
ation makes statements which amount to nothing 
and are manifestly untrue, the plaintiff cannot he 
bound by them, even though be had agreed to lie 
bound by what the defendant said. Gooeoodosb 
Roy V. Gbebdhue Sein . . 11 W. R., 110 

68. Subsequent re- 
fusal. — Duty of Court , — Where a defendant, after 
asking the lower Appellate Court to summon plaintiff 
as a witness, and consenting to abide by his deposi- 
tion, had again petitioned the Court that the plaintiff 
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WITNESS— OIVUj CASES— 

6, EXAMINATION OP WITNESSES— con^inufli. 

(а) Qbnbrally— co»^tntfe(2. 

Evidence of experts— 

should not be examined, — Meld that defendant should 
not liave been bound solely and absolutely by the 
plaintiff’s deposition, but that the other evidence on 
the record should also have been considered. Juo- 
i >£0 Singh o. Molazih Hossbin . 13 W. R., 108 

(б) Cboss- Examination^ 

69. Bight to cross-examine.^ 

Witness called hy the Court. — A witness called by 
the Court is liable to be cross-examined by any of 
the parties to a suit. Taeini Chaean Chowohet 
D. Saeoda Sundabi Dabi 

[3 B. li. R., A. C., 146 : 11 W. B., 468 

70. Witness called 

hy Court. — A party summoned by the Court to give 
evidence is not only required to give answers to the 
questions put to him by the Court, but the opposite 
party has a right to cross-examine him. 'J'he state- 
ment of any person examined is not admissible unless 
the opposite party has had the opportunity of cross- 
examining him. Gooeoodoss IIoy v. Gbbedhite 
Sbin 11 W. R., 110 

Shuefitbaz Mollah V. Dhunoo 

[16 W. B., 257 

71. Co-defendant se- 
parately represented.— One co-defendant, whose in- 
terests are separately represented, may cross-examine 
another. Nabasimma v, Kistnama . 1 Mad., 456 

72. Mecall of wit- 
s , — Omission to give opportunity for cross- 

examination.— h Court of iirst instance decreed a 
case ex parte in favour of the plaintiff, and at a re- 
hearing <lid not recall the plaintiff's witnesses, whom, 
therefore, the defendant had no opportunity to cross- 
examine, and again gave a decree for the plaintiff. 
The lower Appellate Court rejected the evidence of 
plaintiff's witnesses, and reversed the decree. Meld 
that the Court of first instance should have recalled 
the plaintiff’s witnesses, and given the defendant an 
opportunity of cross-examination. Ram Baxs Lall 
V. Kishoei Mohan Shaha 

[3 B. Ii. B., A. C., 273 : 12 W. B., 130 

73. Refusal to allow 

cross-examination. — Act V HI of 1859, s. 170. — A 
defendant failed to appear when ordered to attend 
under section 170, Act VIll of 1859. The Judge 
did not at once pass judgment against him, but 
called the plaintiff's witnesses, and refused to allow 
the defendant's vakil, who was present, to cross- 
examine them. Meld that the Judge ought to have 
allowed the defendant's vakil to cross-examine the 
plaintiff's witnesses. Pakaktab v. Jaeeibam 
Bhakat .... 2 B. Ii. B., Ap., 12 

74. — Refusal of witness to an- 

swer (luestions on cross-examination. — Civil 
Procedure Code, 1859,8, 189.— Lawful excuse:*--^ 

V 


WITNESS— CIVIL CASES — continued. 

6. EXAMINATION OF 

(6) C Boss-Examination—. 

Refusal of witness to answer question on 
cross-examination —continued. 

A party to a suit tendering himself as a witness, and 
declining without lawful excuse to answer questions 
put on cross-examination, was liable to be dealt with 
under section 169 of the Civil Procedure Code. 
“ Without lawful excuse " meJins such an excuse as 
would in law justify the refusal to give evidence. 
Lbkh Raj v. Palbk Ram 

[1 N. W., 162 ; Ed. 1873, 241 

7. CONSIDERATION AND WEIGHT OP 
EVIDENCE. 

75. Credibility of witnesses.— 

Power to set aside decision on evidence. — The ersdi- 
hility of witnesses is a matter altogether for the Court 
of first instance and the Court which hears a regular 
appeal; and if these Courts are satisfied that the 
witnesses are not to be believed, their decision cannot 
be set aside by the High Court on special appeal, 
even though upon a general view of the case it should 
think tliat, if it had tried the case originally, it might 
have come to a different conclusion. Goiteejb Pbb- 
SHAJD Koondoo V. Peannath Suemah 

[10 W. B., 365 

76. Mode of testing 
credibility. — Several toitnesses to same facts. — In ex- 
amining evidence, with a view to test whether several 
witnesses who bear testimony to the same facts are 
worthy of credit, it is important to see whether they 
give their evidence in the same words, or whether 
they substantially agree, not, indeed, concurring in 
all the minute particulars of w'hat passed, but with 
th^t agreement in substance, and that variation in 
unimportant details, which are usually found in wit- 
nesses intending to speak the truth, and not tutored 
to toll a particular story. Nana Nabain Rao v. 
Huebbb Punth Bhao 

[Marsh., 436 ; 9 Moore’s I. A., 96 

77. Witnesses called 

to support case giving evidence conttary to it. — A 
party who calls a witness to give evidence on his 
behalf is not necessarily bound by his evidence ; but 
if the evidence is at variance with the truth of his 
case {€.g., if a witness called to prove execution of a 
document swears that it was not executed and has the 
means of knowing the fact), it throws a suspicion on 
the case which renders the clearest testimony necessary 
to establish its truth. Fuzeelun Beebbe v. Omoah 
Bbebbe . . • • • 10 W, R., 468 

70 , Credit on 

matters of witnesses supporting a false case. — Al- 
though it does not necessarily follow that Where a 
witness gives evidence on a particular fact in a case 
and that fact is found against his evidence, he is to 
be entirely disbelieved on the othe c parts of the case 
he has spoken to, yet where witnesses who were not 
merely giving an opinion upon an isolated fact in the 
case, but came into Court to prove the whole case 

9o 
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7. CONSIDERATION AND WEIGHT OP 
E VI DEN CE — continued. 

Credibility of witneSBes— 

made by the plmntiffs, and that *a very special case, 
and it is shown to be a case false in its material 
features; much reliance cannot be placed on their 
evidence as to any particular questions in the case. 
HabebbooiiLah 0. Goithub Allt Khan 

[18 W. R., P. C., 523 

79. Ground for refusal to cos ei- 

der evidence. — Non-production of best evidence . — 
The principle that a jdaintifE is bound to produce 
the best evidence in his power was held not to 
jnstify a Judge in omitting to consider the weight 
and legal effect of the remaining witnesses, when 
plaintiff had failed to produce the most important 
witness. Latobe Mistbbe v. Agamuddek Nusiiyo 

[14 W. B., 482 

00. Mode of weighing evi- 

dence. — Consideration of motives for hringiny a suit. 
— Where the evidence in support of a case is doubt- 
ful, the Court, in weighing that evidence, may pro- 
perly take into consideration the motives imputed to 
the plaintiff as having induced him to sue. Birch 
V. PUBZIND Ali . . . ‘ . 3 N. W., 303 

8L Estimating value of evi- 

dence. — Witness swearing affirmativelg to fact. — In 
estimating the value of evidence, the testimony of 
a person who swears positively that a certain con- 
versation took place, is of more value than that of 
one who says that it did not, Chowohby Deby 
Febsad t>. Chowuhry Dowlut Singh 

[6 W. B., P, C., 55 : 3 Moore’s I. A., 347 

82, Credit of witness^ 
a servant or dependant of plaintiff . — The circum- 
stance of a witness being a servant or a dependant of 
the plaintiff does not of itself disentitle him to cridit. 
ShOOBUL CHUNHEB KULLEAHtJ, KOYLASH ChUNDEB 

Mal 14W.B.,23 

83. It ej ecti on of 

evidence unnecessarily and unjustifiablg. — Held by 
NobmaN, J., that the Judge was not at liberty to 
reject, as matters wbicli he could wholly leave out 
of consideration, any of the evidence before him in 
a case where the witnesses were unimpeached in 
their general chara<iter and uncontradicted by any 
testimony on the other side, and where there was 
no improbability in the facts which they related, 
and that the probative force arising from concurrent 
testimony was the compound ratio of the probabi- 
lities of the testimonies taken singly. Kadha Kant 
Deb V . Khbma Dosses • . 7 W. B., 105 

04 , Evidence of tbit- 

nesses found unreliable in criminal case . — A Judge 
was held to have done wrong in throwing out the 
evidence^ of witnesses tendered by the defendant in a 
civil action merely because they have been found 
untrustworthy when examined with reference to a 
cliargc of breach of trust against the same defendant 
in a criminal case. Lall Chang Roy «. Bbinga- 
BUN CflVNGBB UoY . . . 13 W. R., 226 


WITNESS— CIVIL CASES-coa^taverf. 

7. CONSIDERATION AND WEIGHT OF 
E VI DEN OE ^continued. 

Estimating value of evidence— 

85. ^Ividjnce of 

son who has been convicted of perjury or piker 
offence. — The evidence of a person who ha6 been 
punished for perjury or of a persou who hka been con- 
victed of a criminal offence can hardly be entitled to 
the credit that would bo given to the testimony of 
a person against whom no such imputation can bo 
brought. Doongun Rai v, Doobga Rai 

[2 N. W., 97 

86. JE V i d en c e of 
truth of witness. — The observation that the evidence 
of a witness proves too much is not rebutted by the 
suggestion that it cannot he supposed that the witness 
was suborned, for, if he was possessed of commoi» 
shrewdness, he would not have overdone the thing and 
then have given rise to such an objection. SooBiAH 
Row V. OOTAOHEBY BOOOHIAH 

[5 W. B., P. O., 127 : 2 Moore’s 1. A., 113 

87. Credibility of 

witnesses. — Professional witness. — Witnesses in 
former cases. — The Privy Council, referring to the 
generality of the Principal Siidder Ameen^s observa- 
tions as to certain witnesses having given evidence 
in - other cases, observed that, though it was a legiti- 
mate objection to a man’s credit tlmt he was a pro- 
fessional witness, yet to state broadly and generally 
that a witness hml given evidence in other cases, and 
therefore became unworthy of credit, could only tend 
to increase the indisposition of respectable persons 
to come into Court as witnesses, which was one of 
the social evils of India. Lall Bbhabbe Bail v. 
Gofeb Bebbeb . . 18 W. B., P. C., 285 

88 . Discrepancies in 
statements of witnesses. — Discrepancies in an account 
of what took place in a conversation are not a suffi- 
cient ground for disbelieving statements made by 
different witnesses. Bhaju Sing v. Kaienath 


Tewabi 

. 3 B. L. B., A. C., 332 

89. 

Ground for dis- 


crediting witness. — A bare allegation by a defendant 
in his written statennmt, without any proof in sup- 
port of it, that a certain person is his inveterate 
enemy, is not sufficient to discredit that person’s 
testimony. Kasinath Shaha v. Dwarkanath 
. 9B.I-.B.,215: 17 W.R.,550 

8. PRIVILEGES OP WITNESSES. 

00. Exemption from apx>ear- 

ance in Court. — Natives of rank. Prejudices of^ 
to appear in Court, — The prejudices of natives of 
rank to apjiear as witnesses in a Court of Justice 
will not be allowed to relax the rule that the best 
evidence must be produced of which the case is sus- 
ceptible. Ram Mohun Mookerjre v. Nursing 
Deb . 1 Ind. Jur., O. S., 03: W. R., P. B., 54 

Deb V. Ram Moitun Mooeerjee 

[Marsh., 176 ; 1 Hay, 379 
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WITIOSSS-CIVli: CABm^oontinued. 

8. PRIVILEGES OF WITNESSES— 

Exemption from appearance in Court— 

continued. 

See Maniokbam v, Ramyad Ram 

[2 W. B., 63 

Badha £i8to Since Dbo v. Gudadhitb Ban- 
EBJBB .... 8W. B., 463 

KALBB ChITNDBS ChOWDHBY «. SUEUT SOON- 

DUBBB Dbbia . . . 18 W. B., 45 

91. Exemption from suit in 

respect of evidence. — Action for damages . — 
False evidence, — Witnesses cannot be sued for dam- 
ages in respect of evidence given by them in a judi- 
cial proceeding. If their evidence be false, they 
should be proceeded against by an indictment for 
perjury. GuNBSH Duit Sinc v, Mugnejseam 
Chowdhey 

[11 B. L. B., P. O., 321 : 17 W. B., 283 


WITNESS-CBIMIEAI. CASES. 

Col. 

1. Pbbson Competent to bb Witness . 6248 


2. Summoning Witnesses . . . 6250 

3. Avoiding Seevicb .... 6259 

4. Swearing, ob Affirmation oe Wit- 

nesses 6259 

6. Examination op Witnesses . , 6259 

(o) Genbeallt .... 6259 

(F) Examination by Couet . . 6267 
(c) Cboss- Examination . . 6207 

6. Consideration and Weight of Evi- 
dence 6272 


See Cases under Acoomfiice. 

See Cases under Appeovebs. 

See Cases undeb Commission— Cbimi- 
NAL Cases. 

See Cases under Criminal Pboobdueb 
Code, 1882, ss. 288, 289. 

See Cases under Evidence — Criminal 
Cases. 

See Cases under Evidence Act, 1872, s. 
33. 

See Cases under False Evidence. 

See Holiday . 8 B. L. B., Ap., 12 
See Judge— Duty op Judge. 

[li. B., 3 I. A., 259 
See Judge— Qualifications and Disqua- 
lifications . I. L, B., 2 Calc., 23 
See Magistrate, Duty of — 

[I. L. B., 8 All., 672 
See Oaths Act, 1873, s. 13, 

[14 B. L. B., 64, 294, 296, note 

See Pardanashin WoMsrf. 

[1 B. L, K., S. N., 5 
1. L, B., 4 Calc., 20 
24W.B.,376 I 


WITNESS-CBIMmAL CASES— 

Cross-examination of — 

See Recognisance to keep Peace — For- 
feiture OF RECOGNISANCBfif. 

[I. li. B., 4 Calc., 865 

Person appearing as. Statement 

of— 

See Criminal Procedure Code, 1882, s. 
164 (1872, s. 122). 

[L It, B., 2 Bom., 643 
I. Ii. B., 4 Bom., 15 


1. PERSON COMPETENT TO BE WITNESS. 

1. Judge. — Competent witness, — A 

Judge is a competent witness, and can give evidence 
in a case being tried before himself, even though he 
laid the complaint, acting as a public officer, pro- 
vided that he has no personal or pecuniary interest 
in the subject of the charge, and he is not precluded 
thereby from dealing judicially with the evidence of 
which his own forms a part. Queen v. Mukta 
Sing . 6 B. L. B., A. Cr., 15 : 13 W. B., Cr., 60 

See Rousseau v. Pinto . . 7 W. B., 190 

2. Magistrate. — Fvidence Acty s, 
121, — Power of Sessions Judge to compel Magistrate 
to give evidence. — Privilege of witness. — A Sessions 
Judge finding, in the course of a trial, as regards the 
examination of the accused person taken by the com- 
mitting Subordinate Magistrate, that the provisions 
of section 346 of Act X of 1872 had not been fully 
complied with, summoned the committing Magistrate 
and took his evidence that the accused person duly 
made the statement recorded. The Magistrate of 
the district objected to this -proceeding of the Ses- 
sions Judge, contending that it was “ contrary to 
law.’’ The Sessions Judge referred the question, 
whether or not his proceeding was contrary to law, 
to the High Court. Per Stuart, C. J., Pearson, J., 
Oldfield^ J., and Straight, J. — That the privilege 
given by section 121 of Act I of 1872 is the privilege 
of the witness, — i.e„ of the Judge or Magistrate of 
whom the question is asked : if he waives such pri- 
vilege, or does not object to answer such question, it 
does not lie in the mouth of any other person to 
assert the privilege : the reference, the objection not 
having been ttiken by the Subordinate Magistrate 
but by the Magistrate of the district, should be 
answered accordingly. Per Spankib, J. — That a 
Sessions Judge, while trying a case, cannot compel a 
committing Magistrate to answer questions as to his 
own conduct in Court as such Magistrate. Empress 
OF India v. Chidda KAan . I. 1j. B., 8 AH., 573 

3, Judge trying coir, 

— Magistrate witness of facts. — In a case in which 
\ Deputy Magistrate took an active part in the cap- 
burc of parties charged with having been members 
of an unlawful assembly, — parties whom be himself 
tried t>n that charge, — it was held 'hat he was bound 
to state to the accused, so far as ho could, what were 
the facets he liiinsclf observed, and to which he him- 
self could b(iar testimony ; and the prisoner in such 
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WITNESS-^CRIMmAL CASm-^continued, 

1 . PERSON COMPETENT TO BE WITNESS 
— continued. 

Magistrate — continued, 

situation had a right, if he thought it desirable, to 
cross-examine the Judge, whose evidence should be 
recorded, and form part of the recoid in the case. 
The proper course, however, for the Deputy Magis- 
trate to have taken in this case would have been to 
decline to try the case, and to ask that it should be 
undertaken by some other Judge. In the mattsb of 
THE PETITION OP HUEEO CHUNDEE PaTJL 

[20 W. R., Cr., 76 

4, — • Conviction, Ille- 

gality of , — A Magistrate cannot himself be a witness 
in a case in which he is the sole judge of law and 
fact. Per Maekby, J, — Where in such a case he 
has griven his evidence and convicted the accused, 
his having so acted makes the conviction bad. Per 
I^INSBP, J . — The conviction is not absolutely bad. 
It is open to the Court to uphold the conviction, if 
it is of opinion that, after rejecting the Magistrate’s 
evidence, there is other evidence sufficient, if be- 
lieved, to support the conviction. Empeess v. 
Donnelly . . . I. L. R., 2 Calc., 405 

6. Magistrate sitting 

on Bench in Appellate Court. •^Liahil it g to he exa- 
mined as witness . — It is undesirable that Mjvgistrates, 
whose decisions are under appeal, or who have been 
engaged in promoting the prosecution as police 
officers concerned in a case, should sit on the Bench 
beside or converse privately in Court with the Judge 
who is engaged in trying the prisoner’s appeal. If 
the Appellate Court wishes to ascertain any facts 
relating to the case from the Magistrate who con- 
victed the accused, he should exaiuine the Magis- 
trate on oath or solemn affirmation in the same 
manner as an ordinary witness. Reg. v. Kashinath 
Dinkae . . .8 Bom., Cr., 128 

6 . Examination of 

Magistrate trying ease . — Case in which the High 
Court permitted a Deputy Magistrate to be examined 
on behalf of a petitioner whose case was investigated 
by the Deputy Magistrate. Queen », Mudhoo- 
BooouN Bor . . 16 W. R., Cr., 49 

See B. 121 OF THE Eyieencb Act, 1872. 

7. Prisoner, — Tendering pardon to 

prisoner, — Procedure as to tendering a pardon to a 
prisoner before examining him as a witness, discuss- 
ed. Queen v. Gagalu 

[6 B. L. R., Ap., 50 : 12 W. R., Cr., 80 

0 , — Co-defendants, 

Examination of, as witnesses , — Where there is no 
community of interest, any one of a number of pri- 
soners jointly indicted may be called as a witness 
either for or against his co-defendants. Queen v, 
Ashbupf Sheik . . . 6 W. R., Cr., 81 

Prisoners tried 

together jointly .^Examination of one as witness 
against Where two prisoners are tried 

together for different offences committed in the same 


WITNESS— CRIMINAL CASHS-continued, 

I . PERSON COMPETENT TO BE WITNESS 

— continued. 

Prisoner — continued, 

transaction, it is improper and illegal to examine one 
prisoner as a witness against the other. In the 
mattee of David . . . 5 C. L. R., 674 

10. Person brought up with 

accused and not discharged.— A person appre- 
hended by the police and brought before the Magis- 
trate with the accused, is, though not discharged by 
the Magistrate, a competent witness against the ac- 
cused, provided he be not charged aloug with the 
accused. Beg. o. Nabayan Sundae 

[6 Bom., Cr.,1 

II. Evidence of woman on 
charge of adultery.— A person may call the 
woman with whom he is accused of having had sexual 
iutcrcourse as a witness on his behalf. In be Bechoo. 

[6 W.B., Cr.,92 

2 . SUMMONING WITNESSES. 

12. Dispensing with personal 

attendance of vritTLeuBeB,— Deposition,— Trial 
before Sessions Court. — It is only in extreme cases 
of delay or expanse that the personal attendance of a 
witness before the Court of Session should be dis- 
pensed w'ith, and the evidence given by him before 
the committing Magistrate referred to. Empeess 
V, Mulu . . . I. L. R., 2 All., 646 

13. Application to enforce at- 
tendance of witnesses.— Witnesses for defence. 
— Examination of accused. — In a case under Chapter 
XV, Code of Criminal Procedure, 1861, H was incum- 
bent on the accused either to produce their witnesses 
or to apply beforehand for a summons to enforce the 
attendance of any witness who was not likely to appear 
without a summons ; it was not necessary in such 
cases to record the examination of the accused with the 
same formalities as iu cases under Chapters XII and 
XIV. Queen v. Chedee Koonjea 

[14W.R., Cr., 76 

14. Discharge of witness from 
attendance. — It is incumbent upon a Court when 
it discharges a witness from the duty of attendance 
before the trial is ended to ascertain from the accused 
whether he has, or is likely to have, any need of the 
witness’s testimony ; and if he has such need, then 
to take such steps for insuring the presence of the 
witness at the required time as may be necessary. 
Khubbuokdhaebb Singh v, Pbbshadbb Mundul 

[22 W. R., Cr., 44 

15. Discretion of Court as to 
summoning vdtneBBeB,— Criminal Procedure 
Code, 1872, s. 192. — Discretion of Magistrate as to 
examining witnesses. — It is entirely within the 
discretion of a Magistrate conducting a trial in a 
warrant case to admit evidence on behalf of either 
side at any stage of the trial, section 192, Act X of 
1872, applying to such a case ; but the Magistrate, in 
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2. SUMMONING WITNESSES— 

Discretion of Court as to summoning 
witnesses —continued, 

exercising the discretion conferred on him by this 
section, ought to have good reason for allowing 
witnesses on the part of the prosecution to be inter- 
posed in the midst of the case of the accused. 
Quebn V, Kassy Singh. Queen v. Hulkoeee Singh 
[21 W. E., Cr., 61 

16. ; Duty of Court as to sum- 

moning witnesses. — Criminal Procedure Code^ 
1872t s. 359, — Adjournment for appearance of wit* 
nesses for defence. — Certain persons were charged be- 
fore the Magistrate with rioting, and being called upon 
for their defence; named several witnesses, and sum- 
monses on the following morning were issued for their 
appearance, but they were not found. The accused 
then applied for further time for the appearance of 
the witnesses. Tliis the Magistrate refused to grant, 
and convicted the accused. Held, per Jackson, J., 
that this being a warrant case it was the duty of the 
Magistrate to summon the witnesses that might 
be offered by the accused, and that he might at his 
discretion have adjourned the case. Held, further, 
per Jackson, «7., that the meaning of section 359 of 
the Criminal Procedure Code is, that if among the 
persons named by the accused as witnesses, the Ma- 
gistrate considers that any witness is included for 
the [uirpose of vexation and delay, he is to exercise 
his judgment and enquire whether such witness is 
material; but that the section is not intended to 
enable the Magistrate to enquire into what the de- 
fence of the accused person is to be, and to consider 
whether, on learning the nature of the defence, he is 
absolutely to abstain from summoning the whole of 
the witnesses cited by the accused ; and further, that 
in the present case there was not any purpose of 
vexation or delay, and that by the refusal to grant 
further time the accused had been probably preju- 
diced in their defence. Empress on the prose- 
cution OF Denonath Ghattack V. Pa.tcoomar 
Singh . . . I. L. R., 3 Calc., 673 

S. C. In the matter of the petition of Raj- 
cooMAR Singh . . 2 C. L. R., 62 

17. Obligation to 

summon witnesses. — Criminal Procedure Code, 1861, 
Ch. XIV. — In a case tried under the provisions of 
Chapter XIV of the Code of Criminal Procedure, the 
accused were entitled to have their witnesses sum- 
moned, and a Magistrate had no power to refuse to 
summon them. Queen r. Doobgaguttt 

[U W. R., Cr., 66 

18. Discretion of 

Magistrate.— Criminal Procedure Code, 1861, s, 

262.— Meld by Batley, J. (Markby, J., duhitante), 
that a Magistrate had a discretion, under section 2G2 
of the Code of Criminal Procedure, to summon a 
witness when ho was likely to give material evidence 
on behalf of the accused. In the matter op the 
petition of Ameer Chand Nohai'ta. Queen e. 
Ameer Chand Nohatta . 13 W. R., Cr., 63 
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Duty of Court as to Bummoning wit- 
nesses —continued, 

10, ■ " ' " Forcibly rescuing 

cattle,-— Act 111 of 1857, s, 13,— Criminal Procedure 
Code, 1861, 8. 262,— Summoning witnesses . — In a 
case of forcibly rescuing cattle under section 13, 
Act III of 1867, in which the accused did not sum- 
mon any witness, it was held that, even if the ac- 
cused wanted them summoned, the Magistrate, under 
section 262 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, need 
not have summoned them, unless persuaded that 
they were likely to give material evidence and that 
they would pot attend voluntarily. Akbar Tagud- 
GEBR O. PUNCHOO BiSWAS . 10 W. R., Cr., 42 

20, Duty of parties, 
—Criminal Proc^ure Code, 1861, ss. 261, 262.— 
Attendance of witnesses. — In a case under Chapter 
XV of the Code of Criminal Procedure, it was expect- 
ed that parties would bring their own witnesses with 
them, if they required the attendance of any wit- 
ness they should apply to the Magistrate to cause 
his attendance ; and w here they did not so apply, it 
was sufficient if the Magistrate recorded in his judg- 
ment the substance of the defendant's answer. 
Bagheb MAnjee t). Mohindro Narain 

[10 W. R., Cr., 18 

21, Criminal Proce- 
dure Code, 1861, s, 186.— In the case of a charge of 
an offence triable by the Court of Sessions alone, the 
Magistrate was bound, under section 186 of the Crimi- 
nal Procedure Code, to summon the complainant's 
witnesses. Queen v, Zakir Ally 

[8W.B., Cr.,4 

22, Criminal Proce* 
dure Code, 1861, s. 375. — Accused person, Might of , — 
An accused person is entitled to have examined as a 
witness any person named in liis list of witnesses 
delivered to the Magistrate: and the Magistrate 
should take measures to enforce the attendance of 
such person. Queen v. Ishan Dutt 

[8 B. li. R., Ap., 88 : 16 W. R., Cr., 34 

23, Criminal Prooe^ 
dure Code {Act XXV of 1861), ss, 188, 207, 227, 
and 228. — Arrest and detention of witnesses. — Sec- 
tion 207 of the Criminal Procedure Code gave no 
power to the Magistrate to call up and examine 
writnesses for the defence whose names have been 
given in a list, under section 227, when the prison- 
ers reserve their defence for the Court of Session; 
but under section 228 he was bound to summon 
them to give evidence before the Court of Sessiop. 
In the matter of Mahksh Chandra Banbrjbe. 
Queen v, Puena Chandra Banbrjeb. Queen v. 
Kali Sirear 

[4 B. L. R., Ap., 1 : 13 W. R., Cr., 1 

24 , Credibility of 

witnesses.— It is tlie Magistrate's duty to summon 
witnesses for the accused who can speak to the facts 
of the case, and he ought not to determine before- 
hand what credit he will give to their evidence. In 
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THB MATTKE OP THE PETITION OP MaHIMA ChaN- 
UBA Shah 

!B« D* Ap., 78 1 16 W^, B., Cr«» 16 

26. Criminal Pro- 

cedure Code^ 1861, *8. 186, 262.— Section 186 of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure referred to cAses under 
Chapter XII, which were triable by the Court of 
Session, and not to cases under Chapter XV, which 
were triable by a Magistrate. To the latter cases sec- 
tion 262 applied. Boiddonath Bania «. Bhbedoo 
Doss .... 8 WT, B., Cr., 3 

26. • of accused 
to have witnesses summoned* — Criminal Procedure 
Code, 1872, s* 563.— Under section 363, Code of 
Criminal Procedure, p prisoner was entitled, as a mat- 
ter of right, to have any witnesses* named in the list 
which he delivered to the Magistrate, summoned and 
examined. Queen v. Peosunno Coomae Moiteo 

[28 W. B., Cr., 66 

27. Criminal Pro- 
cedure Code, 1861, s. 253.— Under section 253 of 
the Criminal Procedure Code, 1861, it was imperative 
on the Magistrate to summon the witnesses named 
by the prisoner. QUEEN ». Mudsooddeen 

[2 NT. W., 148 

28. — — Summoning 

witnesses for accused,'^ Criminal Procedure Code 
(Act XXV of 1861), s. 253.— Per Ainblie, J.— In 
a trial under Chapter XIV of the Criminal Procedure 
Code, the Magistrate was not bound, under section 
253, to summon any witness whom the accused might 
require. It was only discretionary with him to do so, 
and in the circumstances of the present case, he 
exercised his discretion rightly in refusing to sum- 
mon the witnesses asked for. Per Paul, J. (differ- 
ing). — The right of an accused to have witnesses for 
his defence summoned during the pendency of the 
trial is an ordinary and natural right, and this right 
was not taken away, but affirmed, by section 253 ; the 
Magistrate was bound to summon the witnesses, 
though it was discretionary wdth him to adjourn the 
trial. In the present case, treating it as a matter of 
discretion only, the Magistrate was wrong in re- 
fusing to summon the witnesses required. Queen v. 
Bholanath Moohbbjee 

[7 B. li. B., 664 : 16 W. B., Cr., 28 

29 ^ Discretion of 

Magistrate. — Criminal Procedure Code, 1861, ss, 
258, 262, 263.— Section 253 of the Criminal Proce- 
dure C<ie did not api>ly to cases triable under 
Chapter XV of that Code ; and sections 262 and 203 
w'ere applicable when the offence was not punishable 
with more than six months* imprisonment; and it 
was in the discretion of the Magistrate to summon the 
witnesses for the defence, if he considered their 
evidence essential to the just decision of the case, 
and incumbent on him to summon them only if it 
appeared to him that they were likely to give materia 
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2. SUMMONING WITNESSES 

Duty of Court as to summoiimg wit- 
nesses— continued, 

evidence on behalf of either party, and that they would 
not voluntarily appear for the purpose of being 
examined at the time and place appointed for the 
hearing of the com|)laint. Queen v. Mohueeb 

[2 N.W., 803 

80. Discretion of 

Magistrate. — Criminal Procedure Code, 1861, ss. 
227, 228. — Where a prisoner, under section 227, 
Code of Criminal Procedure, gave in a list of the 
witnesses he wished to summon, after his case had 
been committed, the Magistrate was hound to exercise 
his discretion upon the point, and to state whether 
he would summon the witnesses or not, and he ought 
to state his reasons for not doing so. If he thought 
the witnesses w^ere included in the list for the pur- 
pose of delay, he should proceed under section 228 of 
the Code. Queen v. Bajcoohae Mooebbjbe 

[16W.B., Cr., 14 

31. Discretion of 
Magistrate.— Criminal Procedure Code, 1872, ss, 
215, 862. — It was not incumbent on a Magistrate 
to summon every person named as a witness by the 
complainant. Section 215, explanation 3 of the Cri- 
minal Procedure Code, 1872, must be read with sec- 
tion 362, which vested a discretionary power in the 
Magistrate. Jbldhaei Singh v. Shunkue Dotal 

[23 W. B., Cr., 9 

See, however, Empbess v. Hematuiia 

[I. li. B., 3 Calc., 389 

Ehfbess op India v. Kashi 

[I. L. B., 2 AIL, 447 

Queen o. Pueabubama Naikab 

[I. li. B., 4 Mad., 329 

Anonymous Case 8 Mad., Ap., 6 

32. Criminal Pro- 

cedure Code, 1861, Ch. XI — In a case of an offence 
(buch as hurt, under section 323, Penal Code) 
punishable with imprisonment exceeding six months, 
and therefore falling under Chapter XIV of the Code 
of Criminal Procedure, a Magistrate was bound to 
summon all the witnesses required by the accused. 
Queen v. Boolaeeb . • 14 W, B., Cr., 81 

33. Criminal Pro- 
cedure Code, 1869, 8, 181— Claims to stolen property. 
— Petitioner was charged with the theft of certain 
money found in his house and acquitted. Proclama- 
tion having been made for claimants to come in and 
claim the property, no one appeared, whereupon 
petitioner preferred his claim and asked the Assistant 
Magistrate to summon certain witnesses, but the 
Assistant Magistrate refused to do so, and disallowed 
his claim, the Magistrate on appeal declining to 
interfere. On reference by the Judge, the High 
Court held that the Assistant Magistrate was bound 
to summon the witnesses named by the petitioner, set 
aside that officcr*s order, and directed him to dispose 
of the case after taking due steps for securing the 
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Duty of Court as to summoning wit- 
nesses — continued, 

attendance of the witnesses in question. Sooehan 
Sahoo o. Gotbenmbnx . • . IQ Q 

34. - — Issue of summons, 

— Criminal Procedure Code (Act XXV qf 1861) y s, 
31S, — Although tliere was no mention in Chapter 
XXII of Act XXV of 1861 of any particular provisions 
under which witnesses might be summoned, yet it was 
the duty of the Court, if parties could not procure the 
attendance of their witnesses, to issue summonses for 
their attendance. In thB matter op the petition 
OP SUAMASANKAR MAZUMDAR 

[9 B. Ij. R., Ap., 46 

Shamasunkxjr Mozoomdar V. Anundmoteb 
Dasbya . .18 W. R., Cr., 64 

36. ■ Ground for post- 

ponement of case. — A Magistrate was held to be right, 
under the circumstances, in not postponing the case 
for the purpose of summoning witnesses for one 
of the parties. In the matter of the petition op 
Gabinda Chandra Ghose. 9 B. L. R., Ap., 39 

36. Non-attendance 
of witnesses , — Criminal Procedure Codcy 1861, s. 269. 
— Ground for adjournment of trial. — In a trial held 
under Chapter X V of the Criminal Procedure Code, it 
was not an irregularity to adjourn the trial, under sec- 
tion 269, for the purpose of allowing the accused to 
secure the attendance of liis witnesses. As a general 
rule, a prisoner should have his witnesses present on 
the day of trial. Queen v, Dinoo Roy 

[16 W. R., Cr., 21 

37. Pefusal of a 

Magistrate to summon prisoner's witnesses. — Crimi- 

nal Procedure Code {Act X of 1872), s. 359, — A 
Magistrate was not at liberty to refuse to summon 
a witness tendered by an accused person, except 
on the grounds specified in section 359 of the Criminal 
Procedure f 'ode ; and if he did refuse, he was bound to 
proceed under that section. The fact that the ac- 
cused declines to examine a witness is no reason for 
refusing to summon him to meet fresh evidence given 
subsequent to the defence being closed. In the 
MATTER OP THE PETITION OP DeELA MaHTON V. 

SuEO Dyal Koeri . I. li. R., 6 Calc., 714 

S. C. In THE MATTER OP DeELA MaHTON 

[8 C. Ii. R., 70 

38. Criminal Proce^ 
dure Code, 1872, s, 359 . — Witness for the defence , — 
JPailure to attend. — Refusal to resummon. — On the 
30th March 1881 an accuoed person on his trial 
before a Magistrate asked that a certain witness 
might be summoned on his behalf. The Magistrate 
ordered a summons to be issued for the attendance of 
such witness on the 18th April, to which day the 
further hearing of the case was adjourned. There 
was some delay in the service of the summons, and 
such witness did not attend on that day. The Magis- 
trate refused an application by the accused for 
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2. SUMMONING WITNESSES— 

Duty of Court as to Bunmioiiing wit- 
nesses — continued, 

the issue of a second summons to such witness, with 
reference to. section 359 of Act X of 1872, on the 
ground that such application was not made in “ good 
faith.^' Held that the provisions of section 369 of 
Act X of 1872 were clearly inapplicable to the caso 
as it stood before the Magistrate on the 18th April, 
and he was bound to make a further attempt—, 
the first attempt seemed to have been nominal merely 
— to secure the attendance of the absent witness. 
Empress v. Hukn-ud-din L L. R., 4 AIL, 6 

39 . - ’ Witness for defence, 

— Refusal hy Magistrate to summon witness under 
Criminal Procedure Code, 1882, s, 216 . — Witness 
summoned hy Sessions Court, — Criminal Procedure 
Code, 1882, as, 291, 540.— Upon the committal of 
certain persons for trial before the Sessions Court for 
offences under the Penal Code, each of the prisoners, 
under section 211 of the Criminal Procedure Code, 
gave in a written list of the persons whom he wished 
to be summoned to give evidence at the trial. On 
each of these lists the name of a particular person 
was entered, who objected under section 216 to being 
summoned, on the ground that the summons was de- 
sired for vexatious purposes only, and that there were 
no reasonable grounds for believing that any evidence 
he could give would be material. Upon this objec- 
tion, the committing Magistrate passed an order re- 
quiring the prisoners to satisfy him that there were 
reasonable grounds for believing that the objector’s 
evidence was material, and, having heard arguments 
on both sides, passed an order refusing to issue the 
summons. The only ground stated by the Magistrate 
for this order was that he thought the reasons 
assigned for the application to have the objector 
summoned were insufficient. Subsequent to the 
order, and before the trial in the Sessions Court had 
begun, the Sessions Judge, upon an application filed 
on behalf of the prisoner, passed an order directing 
tliat the objector should be summoned to give evi- 
dence, The order assigned no reasons, and was passed 
in the absence of the objector or of any person re- 
presenting him, and without notice to show cause 
being issued to him. The objector applied to the 
High Court for revision of the order on the ground 
that the Sessions Judge had no jurisdiction to make 
it. Held that when a Magistrate refuses, under sec- 
tion 216 of the Criminal Procedure Code, to summon 
a witness included in the list of the accused, he must 
record his reasons for such refusal, and such reasons 
must show that the evidence of such witness is 
not material; that the ground stated by the Magis- 
trate, viz., tliat the reasons assigned for the applica- 
tion to have the objector summoned were insufficient, 
did not show that the evidence was not material; 
that the Sessions Judge had jurisdiction to make the 
order complained of ; and that, even if he had not, it 
would not, under the circumstames, be desirable to in- 
terfere with his order in rcvisiofi. Per Straight,' tL, 
that section 540 is not the only providon df the Cri- 
minal Procedure Code which confers on a Sessions 
Judge powers of the kind exercised by him in this 
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case. Under section 291, though the summoning of 
witnesses by an accused through the medium of the 
Sessions Judge is not a matter of right, yet the 
Judge has an inherent power, if he thinks proper to 
exercise it, to sanction the summoning of other wit- 
nesses than those named in tlie list delivered to the 
committing Magistrate. In the matte b of the 
PETITION OF THE RaJAH OP KaNTIT 

[I. L. B., 8 All., 668 

40. — Mefusal to sum- 

mon witnesses not declared miterial unless expenses 
are paid. — A prisoner who was about to be committed 
to the Sessions Court presented to the Magistrate a 
list of witnesses w'hom he desired to have summoned 
to give evidence on his behalf at the trial, and on be- 
ing asked by the Magistrate why he desired to sum- 
mon the witnesses, the prisoner declined to state his 
reason. Held that the Magistrate was at liberty to , 
decline to summon the persons named in the list on 
the prisoner declining to satisfy him that they were 
material witnesses ; but the Magistrate ought to have 
fixed the amount which he considered necessary to 
defray the cost of the attendance of the persons 
named, and intimated to the prisoner his readiness to 
issue summonses on that amount being deposited. 
The High Court called for the record for the purpose 
of seeing whether any of the persons named in the 
list were likely to be able to give material evidence. 
SuBHAEAYA MuDALi V, Quben . 4 Mad., 81 

41. Omission to iaJee 
steps to summon witnesses. — A complainant in a case 
who mentioned the names of several witnesses on his 
behalf was requested to produce them on a certain 
date. Instead of doing that he produced only two 
witnesses, who were examined. Held that, as the 
complainant did not apply to the Magistrate to issue 
summonses on the other witnesses, or ask him to 
proceed under section 262, Code of Criminal Proce- 
dure, 1861, the Magistrate was not wrong in law in de- 
ciding the case on the evidence which was before him. 
Queen v, Notobue Beea , 15 W. B., Cr,, 87 

42. Refusal to sum- 
mon witness for accused. — Participation in charge, 
— Illegal conviction,-^ A refusal to summon witness- 
es cited by an accused, on the ground of their being 
implicated in the charge, vitiates the trial and con- 
viction. Ram Shahai Chowdhy v. Sanebe Baha- 
DUE . 6 B. Ii. B., Ap., 65 : 15 W. B., Cr., 7 

48. Refusal to sum- 

mon witnesses named for the defence. — Where the 
Sul)ordinate Magistrate convicted certain persons 
without allowing them a proper opportunity for the 
summoning and attendance of witnesses named for 
the defence, the High Court quashed the conviction 
and directed the Subordinate Magistrate to re-hear 
the case. Anonymous , , 5 Mad., Ap., 27 

44. Criminal Proce- 

dure Code, 1872, s, 362 , — Warrant ease, — Refusal of 
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Magistrate to summon witness named hg accused . — 
Hrror or defect in proceedings . — Where the Magis- 
trate trying an offence rejected an application by the 
accused person that a certain person might bo 
examined on his behalf either in Court or by commis- 
sion, without recording his reasons for refusing to 
summon such person, as required by section 362 of 
the Criminal Procedure Code, — Held that the convic- 
tion of the accused person must be set aside, and the 
case be reopened by such Magistrate, and the appli- 
cation by the accused for the examination of such 
person be dispt^sed of according to law. In the 
mattee of the petition op Sat Nabain Sinoh 
[I. L. B., 3 All., 892 

45. • Right of accused. 

-Compelling attendance of witnesses, — Evidence. 

— Criminal Procedure Code (Act X of 1882), s. 
257 , — Certain witnesses who had heen summoned for 
the accused failed to appear on the day of trial, and 
the Deputy Magistrate refused to adjourn the hear- 
ing, or to issue fresh processes for the attendance of 
the defendants witnesses, on the ground that they 
W’ere all friends of the accused who would come to 
Court if the nccused desired it. The prisoners were 
convicted. Held, the conviction must be set aside : 
the Magistrate having once granted processes he was 
bound to assist the accused in entorcing the attend- 
ance of bis witnesses. Quebn-Empkess v. Dha- 
NANjoi Chowbhby • 1. L. B., 10 Calo., 981 

46. Non-attendance 

of witness. Enquiry into reasons for . — Criminal 
Procedure Code, 1361, s. 221 . — It was held that an 
enquiry should be made into the excuse given by a 
person for his non-attendance as a witness before 
enforcing a fine for such non-attendance, in order that 
the Sessions Judge, or other authority, might fairly 
exercise the discretion given him by section 221 of the 
Criminal Procedure Code. Queen v. Amebe Khan. 
In eb Bhuuwan Doss . . 2 N, W., 118 

47. : Mode of sum- 

moning witnesses. — Recognisances to appear , — A 
Subordinate Magistrate cannot bind over witnesses 
by recognisances to appear before himself. The 
proper course to enforce attendance is by summons, 
and, if that fails, by warrant. Anonymous 

[4 Mad., Ap., 6 

See Anonymous . . .4 Mad., Ap., 17 

Veneatappah V, Fapammah . 5 MadL, 182 

48. Criminal Pro- 
cedure Code, 1861, s. 191 . — Warrant to enforce aU 
tendance of witnesses . — A Magistrate was not bound, 
under section 191 of the Code of Criminal Pro- 
cedure, to enforce the attendance of witnesses by 
warrant except upon proof of due service of sum- 
mons. In the mattes of the petition of Abboob 
Ruhman .... 7W.B.,Cr., 37 

Queen v, Suthbeland. Queen «. Naeain 

Singh . . 14 W. B,» Cr., 20 
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WITNESS— CRIMINAL CASES-con/mt(ei. 

2. SUMMONING WITN ESSES- con<in«e<i. 

Duty of Court as to summoning wit- 
nesses — continued, 

49. Issuing summons 

to witnesses out of jurisdiction, — Magistrates may, 
under the Criminal Procedure Code, issue summonses 
for service upon witnesses beyond the limits of their 
districts. (Collett, «/., dissenting.) Anonymous 
CASE 3 Mad., Ap., 5 

60. ■ Service of sum- 

mons. — Affixing summons to door of house , — 
Service of summons on a witness by affixing it to the 
door of his house was held to be no evidence of his 
having received it, in a charge brought against him 
of disobeying the summons. Anonymous 

[6 Mad., Ap., 29 

61. Service of sum- 
mons. — The mere showing to a witness of a summons 
issued under section 186 of the Criminal Procedure 
Code 1861, is not sufficient service. Either the original 
should bo left with the witness, or it should be 
exhibited to him, and a copy of it delivered or tender- 
ed. liEG V, Kabsanlal Danatbam 

[6 Bom., Cr., 20 

3. AVOIDING SERVICE. 

62. Warrant for apprehension 
of witness. — Committal of witness tn default of 
appearance . — Criminal Procedure Code,lS61t », 188. 
— Section 188 only empowers a Magistrate to issue a 
warrant for the apprehension of a witness w^hen he 
has reason to believe that the witness will not attend 
to give evidence without being compelled to do so, 
and it does not empower a Magistrate to commit a 
witness. In the matter of Mahesh Chandra 
Banebjee. Queen v. Pubna Chandra Banebjee. 
Queen v. Kali Sibeab 

[4 B. L. R., Ap., 1 : 13 W. R., Cr., 1 

4. SWEARING OR AFFIRMATION OF 
WITNESSES. 

68. Oath or ajBBLrmation.— Cnwt- 

nal Procedure Code, 1861, s. 199. — Memorandum of 
deposition. — A witness may be examined either on 
oath or on solemn affirmation, but he cannot both be 
sworn and put on solemn affirmation at the same time. 
The memorandum required by section 199 of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure should always be ap- 
pended to the depositions. Queen v. H ossein Sib- 
dab .... 13 W. R., Cr., 17 

6. EXAMINATION OF WITNESSES. 

(a) Gbnbballt. 

64. Power of Court to dispense 

with examination of witnesses.— Criminal 
Procedure Code, 1872, s, 562.— Section 362 of the 
Code of Criminal Procedure did not give a Magis- 
trate discretion to dispense with the examination of 
witnesses summoned by the prosecution. Queen v. 
Pabasubama Naikab . 1. L. R., 4 Mad., 329 


WITNESS — CRIMINAL CASES — continued, 
6. EXAMINATION OP WITNESSES— continued, 
(a) Generally— continued. 

Power of Court to dispense with exa- 
mination of witnesses— co»<t»«cd. 

66. ; ' Commitment with* 

out examining Where a Magistrate com- 

mitted a person charged with perjury in a trial before 
himself to the Sessions without examining the wit- 
nesses for the prosecution, — B.eld that the commit- 
ment was illegal. Queen v. Chinna Vedagibi 
Chktti . . . . I. L. R., 4 Mad., 227 

Queen v, Sbbenath Mooehopadhya 

[7 W. R., Cr., 45 

Dinonath Gopb i^. Saboda Mooehopadhya 

[7 W. R., Cr., 47 

66. Power of inter- 

ference of High Court , — Criminal Procedure Code, 

1861, s. 363 , — Where it was not shown that there 
were any witnesses forthcoming for examination 
other than those whom the Sessions Judge did ex- 
amine, the Court refused, with reference to section 
363, Code of Criminal Procedure, to interfere with 
the Sessions Judge’s proceedings. Queen v. Jum- 
DEM Singh ... 12 W. R., Cr., 73 

67. Duty of defence as to call- 
ing witnesses.— from failure to call 
witnesses,— k prisoner or his counsel is at liberty to 
offer evidence or not as he thinks proper, and no in- 
ference unfavourable to him can be drawn because 
he takes one course rather than another. Hubby 
Churn Chuceebbutty v. Emprbbs 

[I. L. R., 10 Calc., 140: 13 C. L. R., 368 

68. Duty of prosecution as to 
calling witnesses. — Inferences to be drawn on 
failure to call witnesses. — Misdirection. — It isprimA 
facie the duty of the prosecution to call all the 
witnesses who prove their connection with the trans- 
actions connected with the prosecution, and who 
must be able to give important information. If 
such witnesses are not called without sufficient reason 
being shown, the Court may properly draw an infer- 
ence adverse to the prosecution, The only thing 
that can relieve the prosecutor from calling such 
witnesses, is the reasonable belief that, if called, they 
would not speak the truth. No such corresponding 
inference can be drawn against an accused. In the 
matter of the Petition of Dhunno Kazi. 
Empress v. Dhunno Kazi . I. L. R., 8 Calc., 121 

S. C. Dhunno Kazi v. Empress 

[10 C. L. R., 161 

69. Obligation to^call 

witnesses examined before Magistrate,— a 
Sessions Judge gave it as a sufficient r^son for 
the non- production of certain witnesses in Court on 
the part of the prosecution, that they had been 
examined by the committing Magistrate against the 
express wish of the police officer 4n charge of the pro- 
secution,— JSeW that that was not a valid ground for 
the non-production of the witnesses in the Sessions 
Court. In conducting a case for the prosecution, all 
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'WlTNESS-^CRIMnS'AL CASES— 0Ofi^t»fc«d. 
5, EXAMINATION OP WITNESSES— 

(a) Gekbsaliy— conftnt^(i. 

Duty of proneoatioxi as to calling wit- 
nesses ^continuBd, 

the persons who are alleged or known to have know- 
ledge of the facts ought to be brought before the 
Court and examined. Queen- Empress «. Ram 
Sahai Lall . . I. li. B., 10 Calc. 4070 

60. Trial in Sessions 

Court, — Non-production of material toitnesses for 
Crown, — Duty of public prosecutor, — It is the duty 
of the Public Prosecutor at a trial before tlie Court 
• of Session to call and examine all material witnesses 
sent up to the Court on behalf of the prosecution, 
and the Judge is bound to hear all the evidence upon 
the charge. The Public Prosecutor is not bound to 
call any witnesses who will not, in his opinion, speak 
the truth or support the points he desires to establish 
by their evidence; but in such circumstances be 
should explain to the Court that this is his reason for 
not calling those witnesses, and he should offer to 
put them in the box for cross-examination by the 
accused at their discretion. In the absence of any 
such explanation, or of other reasonable grounds ap- 
parent on the face of the proceedings, inferences un- 
favourable to the prosecution must be drawn from 
the non -product ion of its witnesses. Queen- Em- 
press «. Tulla . . I. Ij. R., 7 AIL, 904 

61. JRevival of pro- 
secution. — Presidency Magistrates Act (I F of 1877), 
s. 87, expl. 2 . — A “revival of a prosecution/' as 
mentioned in explanation 2 of section 87 of Act IV of 
1877, is not a continuation of the original prosecu- 
tion from which the accused has been discharged. 
On the revival of the prosecution, all the witnesses 
on whose evidence the prosecution intend to rely 
must be examined before the Magistrate ; and if any 
of them were examined at the time of the original 
prosecution, they must be examined de novo. Em- 
press V . Chunder Nath Dutt 

[I. li. B., 5 Calc., 121 : 4 C. I.. B., 305 

02. Witnesses for prosecution. 

-—Witness examined hy prosecution after defence , — 
It is irregular to allow a witness to be examined on 
behalf of the prosecution after the prisoner has made 
his defence, when the witness is not one to contradict 
any new case set up by the prisoner. Queen v. 
Chotby Lal . . . . 3 N. W., 271 

Queen v . 'Shaheishobe Hoij>ab 

[13 W. R., Cr., 36 

Where, however, the prisoner had full notice of the 
evidence which was to be given by such witness, and 
made his defence, in allusion to the evidence of the 
witness, the High Court refused to sot aside the con- 
viction, having regard to section 439 of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure. Queen v. Sham Kishoeb 
Holdar .... 13 W. B., Cr., 36 

— Criminal Pro- 
cedure CodSy 1861, s. 372. — Recalling witness for pro- 
Under section 872 of the Code of Criminal 


WITNESS— CRlMIlNAIi QhJSm-^ooniinued, 
6. EXAMINATION OP WITNESSES-cewi^wned. 
(a) Generally — continued. 

Witnesses for prosecution- 

Procedure an accused should be called upon to enter 
upon his defence and to produce his evidence wlien 
the case for the prosecution has been brought to a 
close. Where , therefore, one witness for the prose- 
cution was recalled after the prisoner had made his 
defence, and the prisoner had no opportunity of 
calling evidence with reference to the evidence of 
that witness, the High Court quashed the conviction 
and ordered a new trial. .Queen v. Absanoollah 
[18 W. R., Cr., 16 

64. Witnesses for defence.— 

Criminal Procedure Code, 1861, s. 372. — Duty of 
Court as to toitnesses for defence. — Under section 372 
of the Code of Criminal Procedure, the accused 
should be asked, at the end of the case for the prose- 
cution, to produce his evidence, and it is at that point 
the duty of the Court of Session to ascertain who the 
witnesses are whom the prisoner desires to examine 
in his defence. Queen v. Mooeun 

[12 W. B., Cr., 22 

65. Omission to ex- 
amine witnesses for accused. — The Court quashed the 
sentence which was passed upon a prisoner who had 
not been asked if he had any witness to call, although 
he was tried at the same time with others who had 
been so asked. Hhugwan ©. Doyal Gope 

[10 W. B., Cr., 7 

66. Criminal Pro- 

cedure Code (Act XXV of 1861), s. 266. — Witnesses 
attending votuntarily. — In cases coming under 
Chapter XXV of Act XXV of 1861, to which section 
266 applied, and not section 252, the Magistrate was 
not obliged to call on the accused to produce his 
witnesses, but he was bound to hear them if they 
attended voluntarily, as by section 266, read with 
section 262, they were supposed to do. In re Rhika 
Roy . . . 7 B. L. R., 668, note 

S. C. Bhikha Roy v. Dhotun Roy 

[10 W. B., Cr.,36 

67. Obligation of 

Magistrate to hear witnesses, — Criminal Procedure 
Code, 1861, s. 266. — Section 266 of the Code of Crimi- 
nal Procedure only required the Magistrate to hear 
such witnesses as thd accused shall produce in his 
defence. Anonymous . . 4 Mad., Ap., 29 

Queen v. Ameer Chand Nohatta 

[13 W. B., Cr., 68 

03, „ — . Mejusal of Court 

to allow witness for defence to he examined, — Illegal 
conviction, — Criminal Procedure Code (Act XXV 
of 1861), s, 266. — Conviction set aside on the ground 
of the Magistrate’s irregularity in refusing, in a trial 
before him under Chapter XV of the Criminal Proce- 
dure Code, to allow the examination of a witness who 
had been tendered on behalf of the accused. Queen 
V . Mahima Chandra Chuckbbbutty 

[4 B. Ii. B., Ap., 77 : 12 W. B., Cr., 77 
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WrFNE88~-OBlMINAL CASES— 

6. EXAMINATION OP WITNESSES— 

(a) QETSfEUAJjjjY^continued. 

09. Recording evidence of 

witneSB. — Obligation to record evidence of wiU 
nesses, — If a person is l^foro the Court as a witness 
his evidence must bo recorded as the law directs ; if 
he is not a witness, and is not examined as sucht the 
Judge has no right to allude to his having made any 
statement. Qubbn v, Pjioolohand alias Pho- 
LEEL Ahib . • , 8 W. B., Cr., 11 

, • Note of deposit 

tion, — Criminal Procedure Code^ 1861, s. 195, — A 
separate note of each witnesses deposition was required 
to be taken by section 196 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, 1801, which was not satisfied by a state- 
ment that a witness “ deposes as last witness/' Beo-. 
V, Bxha talad Subjim . . .1 Bom., 91 

Mode of examination.— 

u:t^,*mination in absence of accused, — It is illegal to 
examine the witnesses for the defence and to pass 
sentencp in the absence of the accused. Bihoobam 
«. AlULho Kolita . . I B. Ii. B., S. N., 8 

Queen v, Bamnath . . 7 W. B,, Cr., 45 

72. "Examination in 
absence of accused, — Where witnesses are not exa- 
mined in the presence of the accused, the conviction 
will be quashed. Queen o. Lalla Chowbey 

[2 N. W., 48 

Queen o. Bamnath . . 7 W. B., Cr., 45 

Anonymous . . • .3 Mad., Ap., 34 

Queen ». Rajcoomab Singh . 8 W. R., Cr., l7 

Queen v, Bamdhun Singh . 11 W. B., Cr., 22 

Queen v. Bam Dabs Boistub 

[11 W. B., Cr., 36 

Queen v, Busbice Doss . 24 W. B., Cr., 76 

Ali Meah V, Magistbate of Chittagong 

[26 W. R., Cr., 14 

73. - ^ Evidence not 

taken in presence of accuse Criminal Procedure 
Code, 1861, s, 194. — When the accused has been 
arrested, the evidence of a witness for the prosecu- 
tion ought, under section 194 of the Code of Criminal 
Procedure, to be taken in the presence of the ac- 
cused. Queen v, Hossain Ali Chowdhby 

[8 W. R., Cr., 74 

74. Criminal Pro- 
cedure Code, 1872, s. 327, — Evidence taken in 
absence of accused, — Under section 327, Criminal 
Procedure Code, 1872, the witnesses for the prosecu- 
tion should be examined in the presence of the 
accused when practicable, notwithstanding that their 
statements have been previously recorded in his 
absence. Queen v. Booha Chowebbdab 

[22 W. R., Cr., 33 

75. Evidence taken 
in absence of accused, — Warrant cases . — It is not 
irregular in a warrant case for a Deputy Magistrate 


WITNESS-CRIMINAL CA&H&^cimtimted. 
6. EXAMINATION OP WITNESSES— 

(a) Genebaliy— ‘ 

Mode of examination— con/i»«erd. 

to take the evidence of the complainant and certain 
witnesses on belialf of the prosecution in the absenoe 
of the accused. All that the accused has a right to 
expect after the charge has been framed is that the 
complainant and witnesses who had been examined 
in his presence before the charge was framed should 
be recalled for the puiposes of cross-examination. 
Queen v. Kassy Singh. Queen v. Hulkobeb 
Singh > . . . 21 W. B., Cr., 81 

78.- - Depositions taken 

tn absence of accused. — Criminal Procedure Code, 
1872, s, 327, — Section 327 of the Criminal Procedure 
Code, 1872, which permitted the depositions of a wit- 
ness to be taken in the absence of an accused person 
who had absconded, did not apply to a deposition 
taken before that Code was passed. Where section 
327 did apply, it was necessary to show that when the 
former deposition was taken the accused had abscond- 
ed and after due pursuit could not be arrested. 
Queen v, Etwabee Dhabee . 21 W. B., Cr., 12 

77, j -Duty of commit- 

tir^ Magistrate. — Examination on oath in absence 
of accused, — Statements of witnesses, — The Magis- 
trate to whom a complaint was made, examined 
certain persons on oath in the absence of the accused, 
merely for the purpose of ascertaining whether there 
was any, and what, case against the prisoners ; and 
he did not take down in writing the statements of 
the persons so exammed. Meld that the Magistrate 
was wrong in examining the witnesses on oath in the 
absence of the accused, or for the purpose of finding 
out whether there was a case ; but that, having done 
so, he was not bound to take down their statements 
in writing. In the mattee of the petition op 
Abgub Hossbin. Emfbess V, Asgub Hossein 

[I. L. B., 8 Calc., 774 

S. C. In be Asgub Hossbin . 8 C. L. B., 124 

78. Examination of, 

in absence of accused,^ Criminal Procedure Code, 
1872, s, 327,— Power to quash commitment , — ^An 
accused who was charged with murder not being 
found, the witnesses were examined under section 
327 of Act X of 1872 in his absence. The accused 
was subsequently arrested and committed on the 
strength of the evidence taken in his absence. Be- 
fore the Sessions Court he pleaded not guilty. Meld 
that the prisoner having been put upon his trial and 
having pleaded, the commitment could not be quash- 
ed. Reid, further, that if, in the course of a trial, the 
Sessions Judge should be of opinion that the prosecu- 
tion has not laid a proper basis for the reception of 
evidence in the absence of the accused, his proper 
coui-sc is to adjourn the trial under section 264 of 
the Criminal Procedure Code, and then under section 
361 summon such witnesses ar he may deem mate- 
rial. Semble, — The mere absehce of questions in the 
record of a prisoner's statement does not render it in- 
admissible. In the matteb op Empbess v, Sagam-. 
BUB • . • • « IS C. I.. B, 120 
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WITNESS--CRIMINAL CASE&-conemtf«<i. 
6. EXAMINATION OF WITNESSES— conh'niwci. 
* (a) Gbkbballt— coK^intie^. 

Mode of examination— c(m^tn«6(2. 

79. — Reading deposi- 

tion of witness , — In every Sessions trial, no matter 
how often the case has been before the Court, the 
witnesses must be examined de novo in the same 
manner as if the case were entirely new and the 
witnesses had not been examined before. To road to 
a witness bis deposition on a former trial is not an 
examination of the witness in the presence of the 
accused. Quebn «. Kyamut W. B., 1864, Cr., 1 

Queen c. Abpazuddben W. B., 1864, Cr., 18 

Queen v, Kanye Sheikh 

[W.B., 1864, Cr., 88 

Queen v. Kaiundae Doss . 2 JN. W., 100 

See also Queen c. Mohun Banfob 

[22 W. B., Cr, 88 

3Q^ Reading deposi- 

tions instead of examining witnesses de novo. — The 
High Court refused to interfere when the evidence of 
witnesses given on a previous trial w’as read over and 
used in a subsequent trial at the express request of 
the prisoners, instead of the witnesses being exa- 
mined de novo' Pubmbssub Sinoh v. Soboop 
Audhi Kabee . . .18 W. B., Cr., 40 

81. Criminal Proce- 

dure Code, 1882, s. 288. — Trial bef ore Court of Ses- 
sion. — Evidence given before committing Magistrate 
used at trial to contradict witnesses. — Section 288 of 
the Criminal Procedure Code was never intended to be 
used so as to enable a Court trying a cause to take a 
witness’s deposition bodily from the committing 
Magistrate’s record, and to treat it as evidence before 
the Court itself. Qweea v. Amanulla, 12 B. L. R., 
Ap., 15, referred to. A Judge is bound to put to the 
witnesses whom he proposes to contradict by their 
statements made before the committing Magistrate, 
the whole or such portions of their depositions as he 
intends to rely upon in his decision, so as to afford 
them an opportunity of explaining their meaning, or 
denying that they had made any such statements, and 
so forth. In a case in which the Sessions Court had 
neglected to apply the above rules, Stbaioht, J., 
quashed the conviction. Queen-Empbbbs «. Dan 
Sahai . . . I. L. B., 7 AU., 862 

82. Witness offering hearsay 

evidence.— of Court. — The moment a witness 
commences giving evidence which is inadmissible — 
e.g., hearsay evidence — he should be stopped by the 
Court. It is not safe to rely on a subsequent exhort- 
ation to the jury to reject the hearsay evidence, 
and to decide on the legal evidence alone. Queen 
V. PiTTAMBUB SiBDAB . . 7 W. B., Cr., 25 

Queen v. Kali Chubn Ganoooiy 

[7W. B.,0r.,2 

88. -• Befreshlng memory of 

witness. — Ground for inspecting document to re- 
Srnh memory of witness, — Right to inspect docu- 


WITNBSS-CBIMINAIi OASES-co»^»«tt«f. 
6. EXAMINATION OP WITNESSES— 

(d) Gbnbbally — continued, 

Refreshing memory of witness— 

ments. — Per Field, J".— The grounds upon which 
the opposite party is permitted to inspect a writing, 
and to refresh the memory of a witness, are three- 
fold : (i) to secure the full benefit of the witness’s 
recollection as to the whole of the facts ; (ii) to 
check the use of improper documents ; (iii) to com- 
pare his oral testimony wdth his written statement. 
Per Field, J, — The opposite party has a right to 
look at any particular writing before or at the 
moment when the witness uses it to refresh his 
memory in order to answer a particular question; 
but if he then neglects to exercise his right, he can- 
not continue to retain the right throughout the 
whole of tlic subsequent examination of the witness. 
In the matter op the petition of Jhubboo 
Mahton. Empress v, Jhubboo Mahton 

[I. L. R., 8 Calc., 789 
S. C. Jhubboo Mahton v. Empress 

[12 C. L. R., 288 

84. Memorandum 
made by police officer . — Criminal Procedure Code, 
1872, s. 119. — In giving evidence a police officer may 
refresh his memory by referring to documents in which 
he has, under, section 119 of Act X of 1872, reduced 
into writing statements of persons examined by liim 
during an investigation, but the documents themselves 
cannot be used as evidence, and a J udge should not 
read such documents to a jury in order to point out 
discrepancies between the evidence and previous state- 
ments of the witnesses. Roghuni Singh v. Km- 
FBESS . I. L. B., 9 Calc., 456 : 11 C. Ij. B., 569 

85. Memorandum 

made by police officer. — Criminal Procedure Code 
{Act X of 1872), ss. 119 and 126. — A prisoner on his 
trial is not entitled to insist that a memorandum 
made by a police officer under the provisions of section 
119 of the Code of Criminal Procedure shall, in the 
course of the examination of such officer, be referred 
to by the latter for the purpose of refreshing his me- 
mory. Reg. v. JJttamchand Kapurchand, 11 \Bom., 
123, distinguished .In the matter of the petition 
OF Kali Churn Chunabi. Empress v. Kali 
Churn Chunabi . I. Ii. B., 8 Calc., 154 

S. C. In the matter of Kali Churn Chunabi 

[10 C. L. R., 51 

86. Medical witness, 
JEvidence of. — Experts. — Examination of medical wit- 
ness examined b^ore Magistrate . — Criminal Proce- 
dure Code, 1872, s. 323. — The evidence of a medical 
man who has seen, and has made a post-mortem exa- 
mination of the corpse of the person touching whose 
death the inquiry is, is admissible, firstly, to prove the 
nature of injuries which he observed ; and, secondly, as 
evidence of the opinion of an expert as to the manner 
in which those injuries were inflicted, and as to the 
cause of death. A medical man who has not seen the 
corpse is only in a position to give evidence of his 
opinion as an expert. The proper mode of eliciting 
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WITNESS-CRIMINAL CABES-^oontinned. 
5. EXAMINATION OP WITNESSES— 

(а) Gbnbeaily— 

Refreshing memory of witneBB^continued- 

such evidence is to put to the witness hypothetically 
the facts which the evidence of the other witnesses 
attempts to prove, and to ask the witness’s opinion on 
those facts. Section 323 of Act X of 1872 did not 
in any way preclude the Judge at a Sessions trial from 
calling and examining the medical witness who had 
been examined before the Magistrate, and in every 
case in which the deposition taken hy the Magistrate 
is essentially deficient or requires further elucidation, 
such witness should be called and examined by the 
Sessions Judge. A medical man in giving evidence 
may refresh his memory by referring to a report 
which he has made of his post-mortem examination, 
but the report itself cannot he treated as evidence, and 
no facts can be taken therefrom. KooHUifi Singh 
9 JiSjtff ££SS 

[I. L. R., 9 Calc., 455: 11 C. L. R., 569 

87. Treatment by Court of wit-' 
nesses for defence. — When a prisoner makes a 
distinct defence, and calls witnesses to prove it, in- 
stead of dismissing the witnesses at once on their say- 
ing they know nothing in the prisoner’s favour, a 
Judge should put a few questions to them in detail to 
see if there is any truth in the prisoner’s statement or 
any part of it. Queen v, Bhugnek Putwa 

[11 W. R., Cr., 9 

(б) Examination by Cottet. 

88. ■ Examination of witness by 
Judge. — Evidence Actt s. 13S. — Duty of Court in 
examining witnesses, — At a trial before a Sessions 
Court, the Judge, on the examination- in-chief of the 
witnesses for the prosecution being finished, ques- 
tioned the witnesses at considerable length upon the 
points to which he must have known that the cross- 
examination would certainly and properly be directed. 
Seld that such a course of procedure was irregular, 
and opposed to the provisions of section 138 of the Evi- 
dence Act It is not the province of the Court to 
examine the witnesses, unless the pleaders on either 
side have omitted to put some material (luestion or 
questions ; and the Court should, as a general rule, 
leave the witnesses to the pleaders to be dealt with 
as laid down in section 138 of the Act. Nooe Bux 
Kazi V. Empress 

[I. L. R., 6 Calc., 279 : 7 C. L. R., 385 

(o) Cbosb- Examination. 

89. Duty of Court as to allow- 

ing cross-examination. — Cross-examination of 
witnesses by accused , — The Judge ought, if request- 
ed, to allow the accused an opportunity of cross-exa- 
mining all witnesses whose depositions have been 
taken for the prosecution by the committing Magis- 
trate, but whose evidence is dispensed with by the 
prosecutor at the trial. His refusal to do so is, how- 
ever, not an eri’or in law. Rbg. v. Fattbchand 
Vastaohand • . . . 5 Bom., Cr., 85 


WITNESS— CRIMINAL QABEB^oontinwd. 
6. EXAMINATION OF WITNESSES-conWiwarf. 
(c) Ceoss-Examination— conftswaii. 

90. Right to cross-examine. — 

Eight of accused to cross-examine witnesses , — ^The 
right of an accused party to cross-examine witnesses 
is limited to a right to cross-examine the witnesses 
for the proseention called against him. If he wishes 
to avail himself of evidence which has been given, or 
which can be given, by a witness called for another 
of the parties accused, he must call him as his own 
witness. Queen v, Sueeoopchundbe Paul 

[12 W. R., Cr., 76 

91. Evidence Act, s, 

165. — Witness called hy the Court. — Witnesses sum- 
moned on behalf of the prosecution, and not called, 
ought to bo placed in the box for cross-examination, 
in order that the defence may have the opportunity 
of exercising this light, and d fortiori, if such a wit- 
ness is called and examined by the Court under 
section 165 of the Evidence Act, the prisoner should 
he allowed to cross-examine. In the mattee of 
Empebss V, Geish Chundbe Talukdae 

[I. L. R., 6 Calc., 614: 5 C. L. R., 364 

92. Hostile witness, 
— Evidence Act, s, 154. — The mere fact that at a 
Sessions trial a witness tells a different story from 
that told hy liim before the Magistrate does not 
necessarily make him hostile. The proper inference 
to be drawn fi’om contradictions going to the whole 
texture of the story is not that the witness is hostile 
to this side or to that, but that the witness is one 
who ought not to be believed unless supported by 
other satisfactory evidence. Kalachand Siexae 
V. Queen-Empbess . I. L. R., 13 Calc., 53 

93. Medical witness. 

-As to cross-examination by accused of medical 

witness called in a professional capacity, see Queen 
V. ISHAN Dutt 

[6 B. L. R., Ap., 88 : 16 W. R., Cr., 34 

94. — ■ Evidence Act {II 

oflS55), s. 34 . — Cross-examination on previous state- 
ments reduced to writing. — The complainant’s pleader 
w^as held to be at liberty before the Deputy Magis- 
trate to cross-examine the witnesses for the defence 
on points respecting which they had made statements 
before the Joint Magistrate, and he might do so as 
regards previous statements which were reduced to 
writing, without showing the writing. Section 34, 
Act II of 1855, explained. Tukhbya Rai v. Tupsbb 
Kobe . . .16 W. R., Cr., 23 

95. Evidence Act, 
1855, s. 23 . — Cross-examination on previous state- 
ments reduced to writing. — A witness when mnder 
examination-in-chief before the Court of Sessions 
should not have his attention directed to his deposi- 
tion before the Magistrate. He might, under section 
23, Act II of 1855, be cross-examined as to previous 
statements unide hy him iu writing, when his atten- 
tion might be drawn to the parts of the former writ- 
ing which were to be used for the pu^’pese of contra- 
dicting him. Queen v. Ramohundbb Sieoab 

[13 W. R., Cr., 18 
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WinnBSS— OBIBilNAL CASES— 

6 . EXAMINATION OP WITNESSES— 

(e) CB0S8-][^AMINATI0N— 

90 , Bight of witness on oross- 

examination. — Might to qualify statements. — A 
witness ought to be allowed on cross-examination to 
qualify or correct any statement which he has made 
in his examinatlomin-chief. Qubbn o. Tulsi Do- 
SAM 18 W. B., Cr., 67 

97. Bight to recall witnesses 
for cross-examination. — Cross-examination of, 
by accused. — Witnesses for defence. — Record ofevi^ 
denee. — The charge having been read to the accused 
person, he stated his defence to the same, upon which 
the Magistrate, the witnesses for the prosecution 
being in attendance, called upon the accused to cross- 
examine them. The accused refused to do so until 
he had examined the witnesses for the defence who 
were not in attendance. The Magistrate then dis- 
charged the witnesses for the prosecution and ad- 
journed the trial for the production of the witnesses 
for the defence. Meld per Spakeib, J., that the 
accused was not entitled to have the witnesses for 
the prosecution summoned, in, order that they might 
be cross-examined by the accused on the date fixed 
for the examination of the witnesses for the defence. 
Meld, also, per Spankib, J,, that the Magistrate 
was empowered to record both oral and documentary 
evidence after the witnesses for the defence had been 
examined. Empbesb op India v. Bald bo Sahai 

[I. L. B., 2 All., 253 

98. Cross-examination after 

reading depositions. — Irregularity in examina- 
tion. — Criminal Procedure Code, ss, 286, 288. — At 
a trial before a Sessions Court, the attorney who 
appeared for the prisoner suggested to the Court 
that, to expedite the trial, certain depositions of wit- 
nesses for the prosecution, taken before the Magis- 
trate, should he read, and that he should be allowed 
to cross-examine the witnesses thereupon: to this 
course the Government Prosecutor and the Court 
consented. Meld that this procedure was illegal, 
but that, inasmuch as it had not occasioned a failure 
of justice, a new trial should not be gi-anted. Sub- 
BA 0 . Qubbn-Empbbss . 1. L. B., 9 Mad., 83 

99. Cross-examination of wit- 

ness after his examination by the Court.' 
Evidence Act {I of 1872), s. 155. — The principle that 
parties cannot, without the leave of the Court, 
cross-examine a witness whom, the parties having 
already examined or declined to examine, the Court 
itself has examined, applies equally whether it is in- 
tended to direct the cross-examination to the wit- 
ness’s statements of fact, or to circumstances touch- 
ing his credibility, for any question meant to impair 
his credit tends (or is designed) to get rid of the 
effect of each and every answer, just as much as one 
that may bring out an inconsistency or contradiction, 
section 165 of Act I of 1872. Bbo. v. Sakhabam 
Mubundji . ... 11 Bom., 166 

10. Beoalling witnesses for 

cross-examination.— to recall witness.— 


WITNESS-CBIMINAL CASES-cos^tW. 
6. EXAMINATION OP WITNESSES— coafinaedr, 
(c) Cboss- Examination — continued. 

Beoalling witnesses for cross-examina- 
tion — continued. 

When the charge had been framed and the defend- 
ant put on his defence, he had a right, under section 
218 of the Criminal Procedure C(^e, 1872, to have 
the prosecutor’s witnesses recalled for the purpose of 
cross-examination. The claim to recall the witnesses 
for the prosecution was very different from the request 
made by the accused person to summon a witness 
under section 362, Act X of 1872. In the mattbb 
OB THE PETITION OB BbLILIOS. BbLILIOS V. QUSEN 
ON THE PEOSBCUTION OB KaLI DoSS BaNBBJEB 

[19 W. B., Cr., 63 

101. Criminal Pro- 
cedurd Code, 1861, s. 252. — A Magistrate could not 
refuse to allow witnesses whom he allowed to be cross- 
examined by the accused previous to the preparation 
of a charge to be recalled and cross-CAamiued after 
the accused had been put upon his defence, under 
section 252 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, treat- 
ing them as witnesses for the prosecution. In THE 
MATTBB OB ThAKOOB DtAI SeN 

[17 W. B., Cr., 61 

In the mattbb of the petition ob Nobin 
Chand Banbbjbb . 25 W. B., Cr., 32 

102. Warrant cases. 
“—Criminal Procedure Code, 1872, Ch, 

the trial of warrant cases the accused may, after the 
charge is drawn up and the witnesses for the defence 
have been examined, recall and cross-examine the 
witnesses for the prosecution. Tallubi Vbnkayta 
V. Queen . . L L. B., 4 Mad., 130 

103. - • Right of accused 

to cross-examine witness. — Criminal Procedure Code, 
1872, s. 218. — An accused person had, under section 
218 of Act X of 1872, the right to recall and cross- 
examine the witnesses for the prosecution at any 
time while he was engaged on his defence and before 
his trial was concluded. He is not precluded from 
asserting and exercising the right, by reason of bis 
having cross-examined them before he was put on 
his defence, or by reason of his not having, suo motu, 
expressed his wish to do so at the time he was called 
upon to enter on his defence, and when the witnesses 
were in attendance in the Court and did not reciuire 
to be re-summoned. Queen v. Lall Singh 

[6 N. W., 270 

104. Criminal Pro- 
cedure Code, 1872, s. 218. — Recall of witnesses for 
prosecution. — Under section 218 of the Code of 
Criminal Procedure, a Magistrate is not competent to 
refuse to recall the witnesses for the prosecution to 
be cross-examined by the accused, and it is not neces- 
sary for the accused to show that be has reasonable 
grounds for his application. Queen «. Amibuddin 

... 21 W. B., Or., 29 
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WITNESS — CBlHINAIi CASES -^continued, 
5. EXAMINATION OF WITNESSES— 

{c) CBOSS'EXiJIlNATION— 

Beoalling witnesses for cross -examina- 
tion — continued, 

1Q5^ Croftt-examina^ 

tion previous to framing of charge, — Criminal Pro- 
cedure Code, 1872, tf, 5iS.— An accused person was 
held to be not deprived of the right given him by sec- 
tion 218, Act X of 1872, to recall and cross-examine the 
witnesses for the prosecution after the charge had 
been drawn up against him, by reason of the witnesses 
having been cross-examined before tlie charge was 
framed. A Magistrate should not of his own motion 
discharge the witnesses for the prosecution until the 
accused person has exercised or waived the right of 
cross-examination given him by the section. When 
it becomes necessary to adjourn the hearing the 
Magistrate should in all cases enquire of the accused 
if he desires to exercise his right of recalling the 
witnesses for the prosecution, or consents to the dis- 
charge of all or any of them. If the accused consents 
to their discharge, and they are discliarged accord- 
ingly, he is not entitled to have them re-summoned as 
a matter of right. Where it became necessary to 
adjourn the hearing, and the Magistrate did not call 
upon the accused to exercise his right under the sec- 
tion, and there was no sufficient jiroof that the ac- 
cused consented to the discharge of the witnesses for 
the prosecution, it was held that the accused was 
entitled to have the witnesses, whom he desired to 
cross-examine at the further hearing, re-summoned. 
Ojaere , — If the Magistrate before granting an ad- 
journment called upon the accused to exercise bis 
right of recalling the witnesses for the prosecution, 
and the accused refused to do so at that time, 
whether the Magistrate would thereupon be at 
liberty to dischai’ge the witnesses. Quebn Lall 
Mahomed 6 N. W.,|284 

106. Plight of ac- 

cused to cross-examine wilnessts, — Examination of 
accused,-^ Discretion of Magistrate. — An accused 
should be allowed, at preliminary inquiries before a 
Magistrate, to cross-examine the witnesses; but 
whether the accused himself shall he examined upon 
the matter of the charge by the Magistrate is left 
entirely to the discretion of the Magistrate and such 
discretion should not be exorcised when the Magis- 
trate thinks that the evidence for the prosecution 
does not disclose any proper subject of criminal 
charge against the prisoner. Queen v. Sham a Sun- 
KUB Biswas . . . 10 W, R., Cr., 25 

107. Right of ac- 
cused to recall witnesses for prosecution. — Criminal 
:^ocedure Code (Act X of 1872), ss. 217, 218.—UcvA- 
ing sections 217 and 218 of the Criminal Procedure 
Code together, it appears that, if an accused person 
desires to recall and cross-examine the witnesses for 
the prosecution, the time at which he should express 
such desire is when the charge is read over to him 
and he is^ called upon to make his defence; «nd 
although it is in the discretion of the Magistrate to 
recall the witnesses at a subsequent stage of the case, 


WITNESS-CRIMINAL OAB'EB-eonfimtcd. 
6. EXAMINATION OF WITNESSES -con/fiMwrf, 
(o) Cbobs-Examination— 

ReoaUing witnesses for eross-ejcsmina- 
tion— continued, 

the accused has no right to insist upon the witnesses 
being recalled. Faiz Ali v. Koromdi 

[I.L.R.,7Calc.,28 

8. C. In thb matteb ov Faiz Aij 

[8C.L.B., 825 

108. Cross-examina- 
tion of witnesses for the prosecution, — As a rule tho 
proper and convenient time for the purpose of cross- 
examination of the witnesses for the prosecution is at 
the commencement of the accused person’s defence ; 
but it is in the discretion of the Criminal Coui't to al- 
low, the accused to recall and cross-examine tho wit- 
nesses for the prosecution at any period of the defence 
when the Court may think such a step right and 
proper. Khubbuokdhabeb Singh d. Peeshadkb 
Mundul .... |22 W. R., Cr., 44 

109. ‘ * Refusal to allow 

accused to recall witnesses for prosecution . — Waiver 
of right hy accused. — Where certain accused persons, 
who were convicted of using criminal force, had not 
been allow^ed to recall and cross-examine the witnesses 
for the prosecution, because the trying officer believed 
that such witnesses could only be recalled imme- 
diately after the framing of tho charge, -^Meld that 
accused persons always had a right to recall prosecu- 
tion witnesses, which ceased only when they them- 
selves waived it; that Magistrates could waive all 
inconvenience to witnesses by asking accused persons, 
on the drawing up of charges, whether they required 
the further attendance of the witnesses ; and that the 
conviction must be set aside because the accused had 
not enjoyed the protection provided by the law. 
Queen v. Kam Kishan Halwai 

[26 W. R., Cr., 48 

6. CONSIDERATION AND WEIGHT OF 
ir EVIDENCE. 

110. Weightof evidence,— Single 

witfiess. — Evidence of fact. — The evidence of one 
witness, if reliable, is sufficient to prove a fact. 
Zalsm Missee V. Kundun Kooeb 

[11 W. R., 194 

Balindue Naeain V, Kalla Messoo Koos 

[18 W. R., 341 

Peosonno Naeain Deb ». Bomonbe Dossbb 

[10 W. R., 236 

111. Discrepancies in evidei^oe 

of v^itneBSes,— Effect of discrepancies,— 
pancies in the evidence of witnesses are not the less 
destructive of their testimony because a greater s^- 
city on the part of the witnesses would have avoided 
them. Reg. v, Kalu Paul . . 11 Bom., 140 

112. • Consideration of evidence. 

Assumption of had character of prisoner, — A 

Judge cannot properly weigh evidence which starts 
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WirTTBSS— CBIMlNAIi CASES— 

6. CONSIDERATION AND WEIGHT OP 
EVIDENCE— 

Consideration of evidence — continued, 
with an assumption of the general bad character of 
the prisoners. QuBBK c. Kalu Mal 

[7 W. B., Cr., 103 

118, Value of evidence.— raZtte 

of evidence of medical witness. — In trying a prisoner 
charged with giving false evidence, a Sessions Judge 
rejected facts which were proved by the evidence of 
certain witnesses, because a medical officer gave it as 
his opinion that what the witnesses deposed to could 
not be true. Held that it was not the proper way to 
try a case to rely on mere theories of medical men 
or skilled witnesses of any sort against facts positive- 
Iv proved. Qubbn v . Ahmbp Ally 

[UW.B.,Cr.,36 

WOBKMAN. 

See Act XIII op 1859. 

[2 B. li. B., A. Cr., 82 
L li. B., 7 Mad., 100 
1. Ij. B., 10 Bom., 96 
I. li. B., 7 Bom., 379 

WBITTEM STATEMENT. 

See Admission — Admissions in State- 
ments AND Pleadings. 

[B. li. B., Sup. Vol., 904 
1 B. I*. B., A. C., 133 
9 W. B., 83, 130, 290 
22 W. B., 220 
16 W. B., 257 

See False Evtdbncb— Genebally. 

[I.Ii.B.,6 AU.,626 

L Form and contents of 

written statement.— Cit'iYProceditrs Code, 1859, 
s. 123, — Defendant's written statement . — Variance 
between pleading and proof. — Section 123 of the 
Civil Procedure Code contemplated that a defendant 
should, in his written statement, set forth the case he 
intends to make at the trial. The rule followed in 
JSshenchunder Singh v. Shamachurn Bhutto, 11 
Moores L A,, 7 ; Afohummud Zahoor Ali Khan v. 
Mutta Koer, 11 Moored s I, A., 468; and Narainee 
Dossee v. Nurrohurry Mohuto, Marsh,, 70, that a 
plaintiff must be held to the state of facts and 
equities alleged and pleaded by him in his plaint, or 
involved in or consistent therewith, applies also to 
the case made on the pleadings by a defendant. 
Therefore, where the defendant in a suit in eject- 
ment averred in his written statement that the land 
in dispute was in fact his, but had ^ previously to 
1865 been encroached on by the plaintiff, who, in 
18G5, was about to erect a building thereon, and 
that the defendant then, in order to avoid litigation, 
compromised the dispute by payment to the plaintiff 
of a sum of money, and purchased the land, and had 
since then remained in possession of it, — Held that 
the only defence open to the defendant was that of 
purchase, and that he could not be allowed at the 
trial to prove a case of continuous user and posses- 


WBITTEN STATEMENT. — Form and 

contents of written stAtement-- continued, 
sion adverse to the plaintiff commencing before 1865. 
Chova Kaba V, ISA BIN Khalifa 

[I. Li. B., 1 Bom., 209 

2. - Argumentative 

statement. — A written statement should not be argu- 
mentative. Bishen ' Sahayb Singh v Beeb Ki- 
shobb Singh . . . . 8 W. B., 296 

3. Offer without pre^ 
judice, — Irrelevant matter, — Act VIII of 1859, 
s, 124. — An offer without prejudice should be 
omitted from the pleadings. In a suit where the 
written statement of the plaintiff contained letters 
relative to an offer made by the defendants without 
prejudice, the Court ordered, on the application of 
the defendant, that the paragraphs of the written 
staitemeiit relating to the offer should be struck out. 
Halpoed V, East Indian Railway Company 

[12 B. L. B., Ap., 19 

4. - ■ ■■■■■ Irrelevant matter, 

— Application to take written statement off the 
file, — Where there was in a written statement matter 
irrelevant and improper, the Court, on application, 
ordered it to be taken off the file, with leave to file a 
fresh one in a week. Written statements should set 
out the bond fide nature of the defence, and nothing 
else. Kasublal Dey v, Tbemeabne 

[3 B. L. B., Ap., 12 

5. Taking off the 

file for irrelevancy. — Relevant matter. — Tender of 
written statement. — The Court has jurisdiction to 
take a written statement off the file, for irrelevancy, 
until it is ‘‘ tendered,*' which is when it is produced 
at the hearing of the suit. “ Relevancy '* is to be 
judged by what the defendant believed to be mate- 
rial to his case, and not whether it did in fact dis- 
close a good defence to the action. Keshavji Naik 
V. Nasaevanji Aedbsie Wadia . 10 Bom., 425 

6. Court fee on written state- 

ment. — Code of Civil Procedure {Act VIII of 1859), 
s. 120.--Act X of 1877, s. 110.— Court Fees Act 
{VII of 1870), s, 19.— k written statement of his 
case, tendered by a party to a suit at any time before 
or at the first hearing of the suit, is not liable to any 
court fee, and may be written on plain paper (sec- 
tion 110 of Act X of 1877). A written statement 
called for by the Court after the first hearing, is also 
exempt from stamp duty (scctiou 19 of Act VII of 
1870). Nagd V. Ybknath 

[I. L. B., 5 Bom., 400 

Chebag Ali v. Kadie Mahombd 

[12 O. L. B., 367 

7. « ■ Verification of written state- 

ment. — Admission on record without verification . — 
A written statement filed by the defendant should bo 
verified, but if admitted on the record without verifi- 
cation its allcgutious should he noticed and issues 
framed accordingly. Radhachuen Roy t>. Moban 
& Co 18 W. B., 342 
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WRITTEN STATEMENT. — Verification 

of written statement— 

8. -i- Application to 

verifif. — Notice, — Practice. — Where an application 
is made that a written statement be verified by a 
person otlu^r than the plaintiff or defendant, it is 
always desirable that notice be given to the other 
side, although not absolutely necessHry. Finlay, 
Campbell, & Co., v, Steele 

[1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 89 

9. Application to 
verify by agent. — Notice . — The Court will allow a 
written sttitement to be verified by the constituted 
atitorney of the party without notice to the other 
side, OvEENKB, Guenby, & Co., V. Steklk 

[1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 40 

10. • Piling written statement.- 

Time for filing. the Code of Civil Procedure 
a plaintiff cannot file a written statement after hav- 
ing seen that of the defendants, and by way of re- 
joinder thereto. Jadub Kam Deb alias Jadub 
Chunbeb Deb v. Ham Lochitn Mdduck 

[5 W. R., 66 

11. Filing and verU 
fying vjriHen statement on behalf of plaintiff . — 
Ciml Procedure Code, 1859, ss. 28, 123. — The plain- 
tiff in a suit went on a pilgrimage after he had been 
ordered to file a written statement, but without 
having filed it. Not having returned when the case 
was on the board, his son applied, under sections 28 
and 123 of Act VllI of 1859, for leave fo verify and 
file a statement, alleging himself to be interested as 
a reversioner. The application was refused. JSeld 
that a third party will not bo allowed to verify and 
file a written statement for a plaintiff w’ho has cul- 
pably neglected to file one himself. Dknomoye 
D oss EE V. Taeeaohuen Coondoo Chowdhry X 

[Bourke, O. C., 153 

12. — Admission of written state- 

ments. — Citnl Procedure Code, 1859, s.s. 120, 122. 
—The admission of written statements of the 
parties on various dates, unless expressly called for 
by the Court, w’as held to be contrary to the provi- 
sions of sections 120 and 122 of the Civil Procedure 
Code, 1859. Alt Nukee alias Emdad Alt v. Torab 
Ali alias Mieza Nawab . W. R., 1864, 44 

13 . Written statement by third 

party. — Power of Court, — A Court has no autho- 
rity to receive a written stntement in a suit from one 
who is not a party, or ipo permit such a person to 
appear at the hearing. Suenomoyek v. Bykunt 
Chundee Mustofee . . .25 W. R., 17 

14. - . Defendant neglecting to put 

in statement. — Adjournment of case, — Costs . — 
In the event of a defendant neglecting to furnish a 
written statement, the Court will examine him as to 
the^ grounds of his defence ; and should it appear 
desirable that a written statement should be. put in, 
the case will, be adjourned for that purpose at the 
expense of the defaulting party. Kamrutton v. 
Oriental Inland Steam Navigation Company 

[2 Hyde, 89 


WRITTEN STATEMENT-co»</« 

15 . Additional ’ written state- 

ment. — Practice.^Act VIII of 1859, s, 122 , — 
An application by the defendant for leave to file an 
additional written statement allowed on condition of 
the defendant paying the whole costs and furnishing 
a copy of the additional statement to the plaintiff 
free of charge. Distinction made between such an 
application by a plaintiff and one made by a de- 
fendant. Dasmani Dasi V. Srinath Ghosk 

[3 B. li. R., Ap., 11 

16. Supplemental 

statements, Filing of, — Supplemental written state- 
ments cannot be filed after the parties have entered 
upon their case at the hearing. Munchershaw 
Bezonji X). New Dhueumsey Spinning & Weaving 
Company . ‘ . . 1. D. R., 4 Bom., 676 

17. Civil Procedure 

Coae,1859, s. 122 .. — A Court was held not to have 
done wTong in admitting a supplemental written 
statement which it had called for under section 122, 
Civil Procedure Code, 1859, which did not add to or 
vary the plaintiff^s claim. Jahangbee Buebh v, 
Bhiceaebe Lall . . . . 11 W. R., 71 

18. Statement ex~ 

plaining plaint. — A written statement which was 
in explanation of the plaint and not starting a new 
case was allowed to be put in by the plaintiff after 
evidence was taken, and the defendant not being 
prejudiced by its admission. Lall Mahomed v, 
Dhoolee Ram Doss . . 22 W. B., 377 

19 . Objections to written state- 

ment. — Sunday. — ** Four clear days.** — Civil Pro- 
cedure Code, 1859, s. 124, — A written statement has 
been “four clear days” upon the file in compliance 
with the rule 28, althoHgh the last of such days is a 
Sunday. Objections to the written statement on the 
ground stati^d in section 124 of Act VIll of 1859 
cannot be taken when the suit is ripe for hearing. 
Smallwood v. Paeey . . . Cor., 39 

20. • Raising question not raised 

in written statement.— Omissi an to raise equit- 
able defence in written statement. — A defendant is 
not preclude^ from availing himself of any equity 
whicli^ might arise out of (the facts proved at the 
trial, merely becamse he has not raised that equity on 
the face of his written statement. Goctb Chundee 
Biswas v. Geeesh Chundee Biswas 

[7W. B.,120 

2L Raising question 

of jurisdiction.— Fresh issue. — Practice. — Where a 
ques’tion of jurisdiction had not been raised in a 
written statement, the defence therein being limit- 
ed to a statement of the merits of the case,^ an 
application to raise aii issue as to jurisdiction was 
granted on payment of the costs of the adjourn- 
ment to enable the plaintiff to meet the case s^^t up. 
Roheemolla V. Palmer . . , Cor., 8 

WRONGFUL CONFINEMENT. 

1 ^ 1 — What amounts to imprison- 

ment. — Suit for damages, — The detaining of a 

9 p 
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WRONGFUL , CONFINEMENT. - What 

amounts to iinprisonment>~con^tn«e(^. 

person in a particular place, or the compelling him to 
go in a particular direction by force of an exterior will 
overpowering or supprcesing in any way his own 
voluntary action, is an imprisonment on th'e part of 
the person exercising that exterior will. Paean 
Eubam Narasaya Pantulu tj. Stuaet 

[2 Mad., 396 

2. Nature of confinement. — 

Penal Code (Act XLV of lS60)y s. 346 . — In an 
order to render a person liable under section 846 of the 
Penal Code, it must be shown that the wrongful con- 
finement was of such a nature as to indicate an 
intention that the person confined should not be 
discovered. In the .matter of the petition of 
Sesenath Banebjee. Empeesb V. Sreenatu Ban- 
EBJEE . . . . I. L. B., 9 Calc., 221 

3. Unlawful commitment by 
person in authority. — Illegal arrest.— Penal 
CodCy s. 220. — Presumption of malice , — Proof of an 
unlawful commitment to confinement will not of 
itself w'arrant the legal inference of malice. Know- 
ledge that such commitment is contrary to law is a 
question of fact and not of law, and must be proved 
ill order to satisfy the requirements of section 220 
of the Penal Code. Kbg. v. Naeatan Babaji 

[9 Bom., 346 

4 . Obtaining arrest of wrong 

person. — Liahility of person setting Court in mo- 
tion , — Where a wrong person is arrested and impri- 
soned under a decree to which ho is no party, the 
person setting the Court in motion is not liable for 
such arrest and imprisonment if he did not obtain 
the process fraudulently or improperly. Bheema 
Chaelu tJ. Donti Murti , . .8 Mad., 38 

5. Illegal arrest— Afa/ice,— Four 

persons, two of them police constables and two 
village officers, were convicted of wrongful confine- 
ment and abetment thereof. The defendants, the 
village officers, maliciously directed the arrest of cer- 
tain persons for resisting the detention of certain 
pigs found trespassing. Reldy a good conviction. 
Anonymous * . . .5 Mad., Ap., 24 

WRONGFUL CONVERSION. 

See Damages — Measpee and Assessment 
OP Damages — Torts. 

[I. L. R., 4 Calc., lie 
5 Bom., O. C., 140 
See Onus Peobandi— Wrongful Con- 
VEESION . . 7 W. R., 286 

WRONGFUL DISMISSAL. 

See Cases under Master and Servant. 

Suit for, against Government 

See Master and Servant. 

[7 B. L. B., 688 

WRONGFUL DETENTION. 

Detention of accused hg Police In- 
spector , — Criminal Procedure Code, 1872, s. 124 . — 


WRONGFUL DETENTION-coa^i««#r^. 

Pei' Glover, J . — Where a Sub-Inspcctor of Police is 
charged with having detained prisoners for more 
than twenty-four hours, it is not necessary for the 
Crown to prove that he detained them with a ^ilty 
knowledge, as section 124, Act X of 1872, imperatively 
lays down that accused persons are on no account to 
be detained beyond that time except under special 
order of the Magistrate, which was not obtained in 
this case. Queen v, Basoobam Dass 

[10 W. B., Cr., 36 

WRONGFUL DISTRAINT, 

See Bengal Rent Act, VIII of 1869, s 27. 

[3 B. L. B., Ap., 74 
6 W. R., Act X, 7, 33 
9 W. R., 162 
, Marsh., 264 
16 W. R., 461 
3 B. L. R., A. C., 261 
7 W. B., 41 

See BKNaAL Rent Act, VIII of 1869, 8. 100. 

[Marsh., 470 
3 W. R., Act X, 139 
See Peivatb Defence, Right of— 

[23 W. B., Cr., 40 
See Rioting . . 8 Mad., Ap., 11 

See Trespass— General Cases. 

[23 W. R., Cr., 40 

1 , Cutting and carrying away 

crops. — Persons put in possession in. execution of 
decree. — Certain putnidars who, in execution of a 
decree for khas possession, had been put in nominal 
possession of their lands, instead of ousting the ryots 
allowed them to cultivate, and when they had culti- 
vated cut and carried away their crops. Held that 
the act of the putnidars was an abuse of the law 
of distraint, and renderetl them liable for damages. 
Adob Mouun ChuCkbrbutty V . Thakoor Moner 
Dabee . . .10 W. R., 70 

2, Crops, Seizure of,— Act X of 

1859, ss. 142 and 143. — Trespass. — Certain sub- 
lessees sued in the Collector’s Court the zemindar 
and others emjdoycd by him for the value of crops 
seized and carried away, under a certificate, as was 
alleged by the defendants, granted to them by the 
Collector, ))ut which they failed to produce. Held 
that sections 142 and 143 of Act X of 1859 applied 
to the case. Section 143, Act X of 1859, contem- 
plated not only the case of a person who professes to 
follow the provisions of thte law, though he has no 
power to distrain, but also the case of a person who, 
under wdour of the Act, does distrain, but does not 
do so according to the provisions of the Act. Such 
persons were considered by that section as trespassers, 
and were liahl<‘ to the penalty of trespass, in addition 
to damages whicli may be awarded against them by 
the Revenue Court. Radha Mohan NaskaR v. 
Jadunath Daps 

• [3 B. L. R., A. C., 261 : 12 W. R., 68 

3 , Person acting without 

authority.— X of 1859, s, 143.— Trespasser.— 
Section 143, Act X of 1859, did not apply when a 
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WRONGFUL DISTRAINT.— Person act- 
ing without authority— 

distrainer acted without the authority of the superior 
holder. In such a case he was a mere trespasser. 
Kowshun V, Bhola-nath Doss 

[6 W. R., Act X, 67 

4. Persons removing property 

under rent law. — Procedure. — Penal Code, s. 
379, — Persons removing property under the provi- 
sions of the rent law relating to distraint ought 
not to be proceeded against undisr the criminal law, 
but the parties aggrieved by a wrongful distraint 
should have recourse to the remedy provided by 
Bengal Act VIII of 1869. In the matter of 
Aohani. Aghani v.^Bhagi Halwai 

[8 C. L. R., 204 

5. Right to sue to set aside 
wrongful distraint.— 22 of landlord against 
trespasser. — A landlord whose tenant’s crops have 
been wrongfully distrained by a stranger, has a right 
to sue to set aside such wrongful distraint. IIouBo 
Mabain V. Shoobua Kbishto Bebah 

[I. L. R., 4 Calc., 890 ; 4 C. L. R., 32 

Q* ■ Right to damages for wrong- 

ful distraint— Rc»y. Act VIII of 1869, ss. 69, 
78. — Liahilitg to suit for damages. — When on the 
one hand a ryot institutes a suit to contest the 
demand of a distrainer, the Court has no option but 
must adjudicHte upon the doinaiid* If, on the other 
hand, the distrainer hns distrained “ oUierwise than 
according to the provisions of the Rent Act,*’ he has 
done so at his peril, and rendered himself liable to an 
action for damages by the owner of the distrained 
property. Takinhb Kant Lahibbe Chowduey v. 
Bajkisuoee Tontry . . .24 W, R,, 334 

7* Right to damages.— X of 

1869, s, 14:2.-— Suit to contest distraint . — Onus of 
proof..— Damages. — In a suit to contest the demand 
of a distrainer, the landlord is only required to prove 
the fact of tenancy and the amount of jumma: if 
thereupon the tena'nt pleads payment and payment is 
^nied, the onus is qu the tenant to prove his allega- 
tion. Before a tenant can obtain any decree for dam- 
ages on the ground of illegal distraint, he must prove 
what loss he has jR-tually sustained. Oojan Dewan 
V. Pbannath Munduii . . 8 W. R., 220 

8* Onus of proof.— for dam- 

ages for wrongful distrain\.—Act'X of 1859, s. 143. 

In order to maintain a. suit under section 143, Act 
X of 1859, it' was necessary for tlie plaintiff to prove 
that the defendant in making the distress was acting 
not only without right, but without anything to justify 
him in supposing that he had a right to distrain — a 
mere trespasser without any reasonable foundation 
for the claim set up. Rayb Kumul Dosseb v. 
JhobooMollah . . . 15W. R., 543 

See JoTLOLL Sheikh v. Beojonath Paul Cuow- 

. 9W.R., 162 

j j account of property 

by wrong^f^l distrainer.— , 
^59, s, 142, Damages for vexatious distraint. 
Power of Court to award, — When a suit had been 


WRONGFUL DISTRAINT.--Suit on ac- 
count of property damaged by wrongful 
distrainer— 

brought under section 142, Act X of 1859, on account 
of property damaged or destroyed by neglect of a 
distrainer, the Court was not comjietent to award 
damages for vexatious distraint. Such damages we're 
properly awarded by the Collector under section 138, 
in a suit to contest the distrainer’s demand. Non- 
KOO llAM V. WOOJOGTJB UoY . 5 W. R., Act X* 68 

10. Procedure.— Act VIII 

of 1869, s, 101,— Proceedings against persons wrong- 
fully distraining . — When proceedings are taken lie- 
fore a Munsif, under Bengal Act VllI of 1869, sec- 
tion 101, he is bound, first, to impiire whether au 
offence has been cqpmitted, and if he is satisfiod 
that it has, the only order l\p can make against the 
offenders (not being tenants) is that they shall pay 
tlie value? of the crops distrained. Pbem Chand 
Laua V, Addoito Doss . . 20 W, R., 445 

WRONGFUL LOSS. 

See Mischief . I. L. R., 3 Calc., 573 
[I. L. R., 12 Calc., 660 

WRONGFUL POSSESSION. 

Trespasser. — Sums paid during 

wrongful possession. Right to recover . — Where a 
person has wrongfully taken possession of an estate 
and held it adversely to the true owner, and has, 
during his possession, paid certain sums for Govern- 
ment Revenue on the sup]) 08 ition that he was the law- 
ful owner (being however, in reality, nothing more 
than a trespasser and wrong-doer), he is not entitled 
to recover, as against the true owner, any sums so 
paid, even though such payments may have enured to 
the benefit of the true owner, but must be content 
to bear the burden of his own wrong. Tiluck 
Chand V . Soudamini Dasi 

ri. L. R., 4 Calc., 56$ ; 3 C. L. R., 456 

WRONGFUL SEIZURE IN EXECU- 
TION. 

See Civil Pbocedure Code, 18S2, s. 244 
(Act XXIII OF 1861, s. 11)— Questions 
IN Execution of Decbke. 

[3 N. W., 187 
2 Agra, 105 
5 Mad., 185 

12 B. L. R., 201, 203, note ; 207, note ; 

208, note 

. 12 W. R., 85 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 413 

See Damages— Measuek and Assessment 
of Damages— I’obts . 3 Agra, 202 
[8 B. L. R., A. C.j 413 
1. L. R., 3 Bom., 74 
7 Rad., 23S 

See Execution of Decree— Liability 
FOB Wrongful Execution. 

L3 ,B. L. R., A. C., 413 
12 B. L. R., 208, note 
L L. H., 3 Bom.» 74 


9 p* 



( 6281 ) 


DIGEST OF CASES. 


( G282 ) 


WBOBTOPITL SEIZURE IN EXECU- 
TION — continued* 

See Cases fndee Sale in Execution of 
Decbee— Wbonoful Sales. 

WRONGFUL RESTRAINT. 

See Mischief . I. L. R., 12 Calc., 55 

1 . Penal Code, es. 33Q, 340, 342. 

— Police officer^ Conduct of. — lii a case of a police 
officer charged under Penal Code, section 342, where 
there was no malice, no intention of doing an act of 
the nature spoken of in section 33U or 340, and no 
voluntary obstruction or restraint, though there was 
probably excessive and mistaken exercise of powers 
not civilly excusable in a police officer, the facts were 
held not to amount to tlie criminal offence of wrong- 
ful restraint. In thb'mattee of the petition qp 
Budeool Hossein . . 24 W . R., Or., 61 

2. — S. 339. — Refusal to let 

person go until he gave hail. — Where a police officer 
refused to let a person go home until he had giv;en 
bail, he was held to have been guilty of wrongful 
restmint under section 339 of the Penal Code. SuEO 
SHUfiisi Sahai V. Mahomed Fazil Khan 

[10 W. R., Cr., 20 

3. Restraint and talcing 

money on false plea. — Where the accused prevent- 
ed the complainants from proceeding in a certain 
direction with their carts and exacted from them a 
sum of money on a false plea, — Held^ the accused 
were guilty of wrongful restraint and not theft. 
JowAHiB Shah v. Gbidhabeb Cuowdhbv 

[lOW.R., Cr.,35 


YEAR, AGRICULTURAL— 

N.iW. P. Pent Act (Act XVHI op 

1873), s. 94 . I. L. R., 1 All., 612 


ZANZIBAR. 

See Consul’s Coubt at Zanzibar. 

[1. L. R., 3 Bom., 58 

ZEMINDAR. 

See Gbant— Construction of Grants/ 

[1. L. R., 9 Mad., 307 
• L. R., 13 I. A., 32 

/Sefi Grant— Power to Grant. 

[B. L. R., Sup. VoL, 76, 774 

Duty of. — Ancient tanJes.^NegiU 

gence. — Statutory power s.'^Liahiliiy for damage 
occasioned by owerjlow of tanks. — The public duty ’ 
of maintaining ancient tanks, and of constructing 
new ones, w'as originally undertaken by the Govern- 
ment of India, and upon the settlement of flic coun- 
try has, in many instances, devolved upon zemindars. 


ZEMINDAR.— Duty of — continued* 

Such zemindars have no power to do away with these 
tanks, in the maintenance of which large numbers 
of people are interested, but are charged under Indian 
law, by reason of their tenure, with the duty of 
prcsQi’ving and repairing them. The rights and 
liabilities of such zemindars with regard to these 
tanks are analogous to those of persons or corpora- 
tions on whom statutory powers have been conferred, 
and statutory duties imposed. A zemindar, if the 
hanks of any such tank in his possession are washed 
away by an extraordinary flood without negligence 
on his part, is not liable for damage occasioned 
tlierehy. Madras Railway Company v. Zemin- 
dar OF Cabvetinagabam 

[14 B. L. R., 209 : 22 W. R., 279 
L. R., 1 1, A., 364 

S. C. in lower Courts. Madras Railway Com- 
pany V. Zemindar of Kavbtinugoub. 

[6 Mad., 139 

and after remand . . .6 Mad., 180 

Kabuliat between Government 

and— 

See Specific Performance — Specific 
Performance not allowed. 

[I. L. R., 3 Gale., 464 

ZEMINDAR, power OP— 

1 , Power to grant lease. — Lease 

granted for longer term than zemindar^ s engagement 
with Qocernment. — Operation of Act XVI of 1S42. 
— A lease granted by a zemindar for a longer j)eriod 
than the term of his own engagement with thi' 
Government wjis not ahsoluttdy void for the exc(‘8S, 
but only voidable, and might bo confirmed. Semble. 
— that Act XVI of 1842 applied to agricultural leases, 
not to bo7id fide leases for other purposes. Nita 
Ram V. Nanuck Dass 

[1 N. W., Part III, 47 : Ed. 1873, 103 

2. Hindu law. — Au- 

thority to grant leases as manager and owner . — 
Under the Hindu law the granting of a lease, 
though for a term, is an act witliiii the scope of a 
zemindar’s authority as manager and owner of the 
zciiiindari, and is, as such, binding on his successor, 
unless, in the circumstances in which it was made, it 
w’as otlierwise than bona. fide. Ramanadan v. Sri- 
nivasa Murthi ‘ . , . I. L. R., 2 Mad., 80 

3 Power to alter boundaries. 

— Pffect of arrangement altering boundary without 
sanction of Government. — Zemindars have no autho- 
rity, without the sanction of Government, to alter 
tlie boundaries of their permanently-settled estates, 
and to transfer villages from one zemindari to 
another. Such an arrangement is of no binding 
effect, except between tlie parties who have made it. 
Ramghundbr Banebjeb ». Muddunmohun 
Tewabbb .... W. R., 1864, 355 

4. Power to charge estate with 

personal debts. — A dccpcc for possession of certain 
land with wnsilat obtained by a zemindar of an estate, 
as suclj, cannot b« pledged by him as security for a 
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ZEMINDAR, POWER OP. — Power to 

charge estate with personal debts— co»- 

tinued. 

^rsonal debt, nor for such a debt can the estate 
be made liable, nor his successor be held responsible. 
Nimayb CHUiiN Sbin tj. Rammonee Beebbk 

[10 W. R., 162 

ZEMINDAR, RIGHTS OP— 

See Jfeisdiction opi Civil Court— Rent 
AND Revenue Suits, N.-W. P. 

[I. L. R., 1 AIL, 338 
See Madras Regulation XXV of 1802. 

[14B.L. R.,U5 

See Measurement of TjAnds. 

. [3 B. L. R., Ap., 27 
See Right of Occupancy— Transfer of 
Right . . I. L. R., 3 Calc., 774 

1 . Nature of zemindari estate. 

— l^ower to deal with extate. — A zemindar’s estate 
is analogous to an estate-tail as it originally stood 
upon the statute de donis. The zemindar is the 
owner of the zemindari, but can ncitber encumber 
nor alienate beyond the period of his own life. 
CHINTALAPATI CHINNA SlMHADRIRAJ V. ZEMIN- 
DAR OF ViZI ANAGRAM . . . 2 Mad., 128 

2. Collections of rent. — Claim to 
intermediate tenures. — Onus of proof. — A zemindar 
has, as such, n jrrimd facie right to the gross collec- 
tions from all tlu* mouzahs within his zemindari. It 
is for parties setting up an intermediate tenure to 
prove their grant, Praulad Sen v. Durgaprasad 
Tewari 

[2 B. Ii. R., P. C., Ill : 12 W. R., P. C., 6 
12 Moore’s 1. A., 286 

3 . Right to rent,— Pat/ment of 

revenue hp zemindar . — The right of a zemindar to 
<;xact from a tenant payment of rent for a certain 
inecc of land, in no way depends on whether he does 
or does not pay revenue for that land. Jotendro 
Mohun Tagore c. Aymun Beebee 

[1 C. D. R., 366 

4 . Liability for rent,— Cc- 

sharer in talook. — Reid that a zemindar, by becom- 
ing a co-sbarer in the talook, does not lose his right 
to the joint responsibility of all the other co-sharers 
for the due piiymeut of the rent ; he only oecomes 
bound to make an allowance for that portion which 
he as a co-sharer ought to pay. Gobindo Coomab 
ChOWDHRY ». M ANSON , 

[16 B. L. R., 66 ; 23 W. R., 162 

6 . Compensation. — Compensa^ 

tion to putnidar for loss sustained by erection of 
works by railway company, — A zemindar who 
receives his rents in full is not entitled to participate 
in compensation received by his putnidar for loss 
^ufFered by the latter in consctinence of works being 
erected on land included in the putni. Maharajah 
O i BURDWAK V. WOOMA SoONDUREE OOSSKE 

[10 W. R., 12 

0 . Sale in execution of decree.— 

Custom, — Chesrge on sale^prooeeds^ — Where a sale 


ZEMINDAR, RIGHTS OP.-Sale in exe- 

cution of decree — continued, 

took place in execution of a decree, and it was proved 
by custom that the zemindar’s right extended to one 
fourth of the sale -proceeds in cases of involuntary 
Ba\e,~Reld that the zemindar had a right to recover 
the fourth share of the proceeds of sale from the 
judgment- creditor, who in truth reserved the sale 
price. The zemindar’s right attached to the sale-pro- 
ceeds, and was a prior charge upon the proceeds. 
Byj Nath Peeshad v. Mahomed Fuzl Hossbin 
[2 Agra, Part II, 204 

7. ■ Custom.r—Piyht to 

share of sale-proceeds, — Calculation of amount — 
Zemindari kuq. — Where by custom the zemindar is 
entitled to a quarter share of the sale-proceeds as his 
huq zemindari, he is entitled to recover it on the 
oc<;asion of sales, either absolute or originally con- 
ditional, but subsequently becoming absolute by 
foreclosure, from the vendor and the purchaser, and 
the latter cannot l)e discharged from his liability by 
proving that he has paid all, including zemindar’s 
dues, to tbo» former, it being incumbent on him to see 
that the zemindar is satisfied in respect of his dues. 
Reid, further, that, under the circumstances, the 
plaintifPs, the zemindars, were entitled to one fourth 
h’om R450, the principal amount repayable, and 
not from the amount ascertained at the time of fore- 
closure to be duo to the mortgagee, including interest, 
inasmuch as the deed made uo provision for payment 
of any sum as interest. Heera Ram v. Dro 
Narain Singh . Agra, P.B., 63 : Ed. 1874, 48 

8 - Sale in execution 

of house in mohalla. — Wajib-ul-urz. — Liability of 
auction-purchaser.— rPight of zemindar to huq-u 
chaharam. — The zemindars of a certain mohalla 
claimed from the purchaser of a house situated in such 
mohalla, which had been sold in execution of a decree, 
one fourth of the sale-proceeds of such house, such 
purchaser being the holder of such decree. Such 
suit was based upon the terms of the wajib-ul-urz. 
That document stated, inter alia, that, when a house 
in such mohalla w'as sold, a cess called chaharam 
was received by such zemindars according to the 
understanding arriveil at between the seller and the 
zemindars.” Held that such zemindars were not 
entitled under the terms of the wajib-ul-urz to one 
fourth of the sale-proceeds ; that the decree-holder, 
because be happened to have become the auction- 
purchaser, could not be regarded as the seller,” 
and it was only the “ seller ” who was liable ; that 
the terms of the w'ajib-ul-urz were applicable only to 
private and voluntary sales and not to execution- 
sales ; und that, under these circumstances, the suit 
must bo dismissed. Beni Madho u. Zahurul-Haq 

[I.L.R.,3 Aa,^797 
9 . Sale of zemindar’s right.— 

RLht as tenant in another house. — Where a zemin- 
dar’s right is sold by auction, it does not follow that, by 
the sale of the zemindari right, he forfeits his tenant- 
right which h<* had in another pntti in respect of a 
house. Ram Huesh Iiingh v. Purdumun Kishorb 
[2 Agra, Part II, T ‘ " 
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ZEMINDAB AND BYOT. 

See Cases ijndes Bengal Rent Act, 
1869. 

See Cases under Landlord and Tenant. 

See Cases under Madras Rent Rbcotery 
Act, 1865. 

See Cases under Right of Occupancy. 

ZEMmDABl BAKS. 

1. Beng. Act VIII of 1862. — 

JSffect of Act on liabililt/ of putnidars, — Bengal Act 
VIII of 1862 did not relieve putnidars from their 
liability under the old laws of paying the zcmindari 
dak charges. Bissonath Sircar o. Shurnomoyee 

[4 W. B., 6 

2. Liability of put- 

nidar. — Where the terms of a putnee lease did not 
make the putncedar liable for the maintenance of 
the zemindari daks, it was held that the putnidar 
was not liable for a tax which was imposed on the 


ZEMINBABI BAKS.-Beng. Act VIII of 
1862 — continued, 

zemindar by Bengal Act VIII of 1862. Raehal 
Doss Mooesrjeb v, Shurno Moybe 

Lew 

8. Liability of put- 

nidar, — The provision in a pottah that if any item 
is laid upon the zemhidar over and above the sudder 
jumma, the putnidar shall bear a rateable propor- 
tion of it, held not to include the charges connected 
with the zemindari dak. Uohineb Kant Koy «. 
Tbipoora Soondubke Dassia . 8 W. B., 46 

Saroda Soondbry Debia V. WooMA Churn 
Sircar . . 8 W. B., S. C. C. Bef., 17 

ZEMINBARI BUES AKB CESSES, SUIT 
FOR— 

See Small Cause Court, Mofussil— 
Jurisdiction-Cess. 

[I.li.R.,1 AB, 444 



APPENDIX 


ABATEMENT OP SUIT. 

AppeM. — Cwil Procedure Codetl882t s, 

366. — Application by legal representative to carry 
on appeal. — The appellant*s father having died 
during the pendency of an appeal lodged by. him, 
a notice was served upon the appellant's two adult 
brothers j but they having failed to apply within 
sixty days, the appellant, who was a minor, applied 
several months afterwards to be put on the record in 
his deceased father's place as his legal representative, 
which was done. The Assistant Judge who heard 
the appeal was of opinion that, in consequence of 
the omission on the part of the brothers of the 
appellant to apply, the appeal abated, and he passed 
an order accordingly. Held that the application 
having been made by the minor son within the time 
limited by law, the order of abatement made by the 
Judge was wrong. Although the complete legal re- 
resentation vested in the minor son and his two 
rothers, section 3G6 of the Civil Procedure Code 
(Act XIV of 1882) only required an application to be 
made by a person claiming to be the legal represent- 
ative, in order to prevent an order of abatement 
being made. If neither of the brothers was willing 
to have his name placed on the record, the respond- 
ent was entitled to have them made defendants, so 
that they might be bound by tiic decree. The minor* 
son could then proceed alone with the appeal. Bhi- 
KAJI UaMCHANDEA C. PuilSHOTAM 

[I. L. 10 Bom., 220 

ABETMfJNT. 

Penal Code, s, 107. ^Act I of 1879 

{Stamp Act), s. 61. — Abetment of making an un^ 
stamped receipt. — A debtor, having paid a sum of 
money to his creditor, accepted from the latter an 
unstMmi)f*d receipt promising to affix a stamp there- 
to. Held that this did not constitute abetment, 
within the meaning of section 107 of the Penal Code, 
of the offence of making an unstamped receipt. Em^ 
press V. Bahadur Singh, Weekly Notes, All., 1885, 
p. 30, distinguished. Empress v. Janki, I. L. JZ., 7 
JBom., 82 ; sAid. Empress Bhairon, Weekly Notes, 
All., 1884, p. 37, referred to. Queen-Emfbbss v . 
Mitthu Lal . . . I. L. R., 8 AIL, 18 

ACCOMPLICE. 

See Cases under Approver. 

1. — ; Corroboration. — Evidence of 

accomplices . — It is an established rule of practice 
that an accomplice must be corroborated by inde- 
pendent evidence as to the identity of every per- 
son whom he impeaches. Beg. v. Malapai, 11 Bom., 
196 ; and Beg. v. Nanku, I, L. B., 1 Bom., 475, 
followed. Queen-Empress v . Kribhnabhat 

[1. L. R., 10 Bom., 319 


ACCOMPLICE.— Corroboration— 

2. Evidence of ac^ 

Observations on the necessity of requir- 
ing corroboration, in material particulars, of the evi- 

dence of an accomplice. Queen-Empress v. Bam 
Saran, /; L. B., 8 AIL, 306, referred to. Qtteen- 
Emprebs v. Imdad Khan . I. L. R., 8 AIL, 120 

3. Evidence of ac» 

complices.— ’Act I of 1872, as. 114 {h), J55.— 1___ 
law in India, as expressed in section 133 and section 
114 of the Evidence Act, and which is in no respect 
different from the law of England on the subject, is 
that a conviction based on tlie uncorroborated testi- 
mony of an accomplice is not illegal, — that is, it is not 
unlawful; but experience shows that it is unsafe, 
and hence it is the practice of the Judges, both in 
England and in India, when sitting alone, to guard 
their minds carefully against acting upon such evi- 
dence when uncorroborated, and, when trying a case 
with a jury, to warn the jury that such a course is 
unsafe. There must be some corrqboration independ- 
ent of the accomplice, or of a co-confessiug prisoner, 
to show that the party accused was actually engaged 
directly in the commission of the crime charged 
against him. A second accomplice docs not improve 
the ix)sition of the first, and, if there are two, it is 
necessary that both should be corroborated. The ac- 
complice must be corroborated not only as to one but 
as to all of the persons affected by the evidence, and 
corroboration of his evidence as to one prisoner does 
not entitle his evidence against another to be accept- 
ed without corroboration, B. v. Webb, 6 C, Sf P., 
595 f B. V. Dyke, 8 C. Sf P., 261} B. v. Addis, 6 P, 
P., 388 } and B. v. Wilkes, 7 C. cf P., 272, referred 
to. The possession of property taken from a mur- 
dered person is not adequate corroboration of the 
evidence of an accomplice charging such person in 
possession with participation in the murder, though 
it would no doubt be corroboration of evidence that 
the prisoner participated in a robbery, or that he bad 
dishonestly received stolen proj^erty. In the trial of 
B., S., and M. upon a charge of murder, the evi- 
dence for the prosecution consisted of (i) the confes- 
sion of P., who was jointly tried with them for the 
same offence ; (ii) the evidence of an accomplice ; (iii) 
the evidence of witnesses who deposed to the dis- 
covery in B.^s house of property belonging to the 
deceased ; and (iv) the evidence of witnesses who de- 
posed that, on the day when the deceased was last 
seen alive, all the prisoners were seen together near 
the place where the body was afterwards found. 
Held that there Vas no sufficient 'corroboration of the 
statements of the accomplice or of the co-confessing 
prisoner P. Queen-Empress v. Bam Saran 

[I.L.B.,8AUL,8C6 
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Chundoo Vistee v, Sodagur Vistee 
Chundrabulee Debia v, Brody «... 

Chundra Bullee Debia v, Luckhee Debia Chowdhrain 

Chundra Kaminy Debea v. Bara rut tun Pattuck • 
Chuudra Kumar Guha v. Mungul Mollah . • 

Chundra Money Dossee v, Motilal Mullick . 
Chundro Marwari v. Mohained Eshak 
Chundro Monee Debia y. Kash Behary Chowdhry . 
Chundro Sheekhur Roy v. Nobin Soondur Roy 
Chundro Tara Debia y. Buksh Ali . • 

Chuudun y. Talib Ali .... . 

Chundun Singh y. Nirto ..... 
Chundy Persad Doss v, Kasseenath Doss 

Chunee Mul Johary v. Brojo Nath Roy Chowdhry 

Chunia v Ramdial 

Chuni Kuar y. Udai Ram ..... 
Chunilal Maniklalbhai v. Mahipatrav valad Khundu 
Chuiiilal Panalal y. Bomanji Mancherji 
Chuni Pandey y. Birjo Pandey .... 

Chuni Singh v. Hera Mahto .... 

Chunni y, Thakur Das ..... 
Chunni Lai v. Chamman Lai .... 

V. Debi Prasad .... 

Churamuu Singh y, Anoop Singh • . 

Church y. Ramtanu Shaha > • . . 

Churn Manjee y. Ishan Chunder Dhur . . 

Churn Singh y. Rungoo Singh .... 
Chutka Panda y. Goburdhone Dass 
Chutoor Bhooj Tewaree v. Villaet Ali Khan 
Chutraput Singh. In the matter of . 

Chutterbhuj Bharti v. Janki Prosad Singh • . 

Chutterdharee Lali v. Rambelashee Koer 


' Chutterdharee Misser y. Nursingh Dutt Sookool 

Chutter Dbaree Singh y. Hurcoomareo 
— " y. Jutta Singh 

Chutter Lall Singh y. Government 

Chuttoonath Singh y. Sooboon Singh 
Chuttoorbhooj Bharthee v. Macnaghten • 
Chutturdhareo Singh y. Hurcoomaree . 

Chuttur Dharee Singh y. Sureer H ossein 
Chuttur Mull y. Chuttur Kishore Lall 


24W.R., 152 . 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 207 . 

l.L. R., lOCalc.,207 . 

I.L. R.,9Calc.,849; 12 C. I 
L. R., 608. j 

6N. W„ 28: Agra, F. B.,1 
Ed. 1874, 306. i 

22 W. R., 467 . 

9W. R.,684 

lind. Jur., N.S., 25, 141:6 
W. R.. P. C., 1:10 Moores 
I. A., 214. 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 302 . 

11 C. L. R., 387 . 

5 C. L. R., 496 .. . 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 476 

21 W. R., 24 . . . 

2 W. R., 197 .. . 

11 W. R., 305 .. . 

2N. W., 41. 

3 Agra, 11 ... 

W. R.. 1864, 346 . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 967 : 11 C. 

L. R., 315. 

I. L. R., 1 AIL, 360 
I. L. R., 6 AIL, 73 

5 Bom., A. C., 33 • 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 310 . 

13 C. L. R., 49 . . . 

1. L. R., 7 Calc., 633: 9 C. L. * 
R., 37. 

I. L. R., 1 AIL, 126 
I. L. R., 7 AIL, 159 
I. L. R., 3 All., 356 
11 C. L. R., 533 . 

9 B. L. R., 105, note : 11 W. i 
R., 547. : 

9C. L. R.,474 . 

15W. R.,221 

6 C. L. R., 85 . . • 

W. R., 1864, 223 . 

6C. L. R.,20O . 

4 C. L. R., 298 • 

1. L. R., 3 Calc., 318:1C.L.7 

R., 347. ) 

3 Agra, 371 : Agra, F. B., ) 
Ed. 1874, 163. S 
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. 3 Agra, 396 . 



1189, 1639 

3892 

199 

5443 

2881 


5034 

3818 

5441 

S020 

4498 

2046, 4165 


4754, 5874 
3040 

1343,4447 

5677 

1041 

1048 

2487 

4188 

4548 



6374 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page, 


Chuttur Singh v. Dhurrum Koonwur 
Cbnturya Eun Murdun Syn v. Purluhad Syn 

Chyet Narain Singh v, Bunwaree Singh 

Chyet Ram v* Ramchunder Dutt 

Chytun Chunder Roy. In the matter of • 
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Chytun Churn Doss v. Collector of Sylhet • 
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Chytunno Chunder Roy v, Kedar Nath Roy 
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1 N. W., Part II, p. 1 : Ed. 
1873, 61. 

4W. R., P.C., 132: 7 Moore’s 
I. A., 18. 

23 W. R., 395 . 

Bourke, 0. C., 101 
20 W. R., 12 

20 W. R.. 12 

21 W. R., 76 
8 W. R.. 258 
14 W. R., 99 
5 W. R., 117 
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— Ve Rooplall Mullick . . 

— — V, Ruthnavaloo Chetti • 

Clarke v» Bindabun Chunder Sircar 


Clarton v, Shaw • 

Cochrane. In the matter of the petition of 
Gladstone, Wyllie, & Co, 

— — V. Heera Lai Seal 


■ - V. Hurro Soondery Debia . • • 

■ r .1 „ t;. Owen ...... 

Cockburn, In re • • . « . . 

Cockerell v. Dickens ..... 

Coggan V, Pogose ...... 

Cohen V, Auction & Co. ..... 

V, Bank of Bengal ..... 

— V, Cassim Nana ..... 

— Ve McCarthy 

Collector of Agra v. Buljeeta . . . , 

Collector of Ahmedabad v, Balabhai Kevaldas 

■ - ■ ■ ■ , ■ ■ , — Samaldas Bechardas . 

Collector of Allahabad v, Suraj Baksh 
Collector of Bareilly v, Ghusee Bam . 

V, Nuraen Day . 

Collector of Beerbhoom v. Mundakinee Debia 

V, Mundakinee Debee 

... — , , , ^ Rajeoornaree Dassia 

— ' ' V. Sreehurry Chuckerbutty 

Collector of Benares v, Sbeo Prasad • 

Collector of Bijnor v. Jafar Ali Khan 
- ■ - V, Munuvar 


Collector of Bograh v, Dwarkanath Biswas . 


V, Krishna Indra Roy 


2 Moore’s I. A., 263 
2 Mad., 296 . 

Marsh., 75: 1 Hay, 137: W. ) 
R., F. B.,20: lind. Jur., [ 

0. S., 97. i 

9B L. R.,245: 16 W. R., 414 
14 B. L. R., 330 : 23 W. R., 310 
2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 337 . 

7W. R.,79. 

4 W. R., P. C., 103 : 6 Moore s > 

1. A., 494. ) 

2 Hyde, 150 

2 Ind. J ur., N. S., 326 . 

2 Moore’s I. A., 353 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 158 . 

1 Hyde, 130 . . . • 

I. L. R., 2 All., 598 
I. L. K., 1 Calc., 264 : 25 W. ( 
R., 273. ) 

14 W. R., 231 .. . 

14 W. R., 441 .. . 

3 Agra, 368 : Agra, F. B , Ed. I 
1874, 161. 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 605 . 

9 Bom., 206 . 

6 N. W., 333 
1 Agra, 260 

3 Agra, 349 

W. R., 1864, 332 . 

1 W. R., Mis., 7 . 

2 W. R., Mis., 17 . 

2 W. R., 512 

I. L. K., 6 All., 487 . 

LL. R., 3 All., 18 
I. L. R., 3 All., 20 

4 H. L. R., Ap, 80; 13 W. 
R., 194. 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 301 : 11 W. 
R., 191. 
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1765, 4458 
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6116 
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2663 

2656 

2668, 4858 
4804 
2586 
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422, 5686 
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1683 
4457 
81, 2141 
2840 
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2091 
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909 

2977 
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Collector of Bograh Shama Sunkur Mojoomdar 
Collector of Broach Desai Raghu Nath . 

— V, Rajararn Laldas 

Collector of Cawnpore v, Hedarl 
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— ' ' ■ V, Kishen Kishore Chatterjee 
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Collector of East Burdwan v. Imdad Ali 
Collector of Fureedpore. In the matter of the petition of 
> — — - V. Goroodoss Roy . 

— , Kalee Dass Hazarah 

Collector of Futtehpore v. Yad Ali 
Collector of Godavari v» Isuf Kasim Nana . 

Collector of Godavery v. Addanki Raman wa Pantulu 
Collector of Hooghly v, Raj Kristo Mookerjee 

— - » ■ -— V. Taraknath Mukhopadhya 

Collector of Jessore v, Beckwith 
Collector of Kheda v. Harishankur Tikam . 

Collect-or ol Kistna v. Kalavagunta Chinnamragu . 
Collector of Madras Ramanuja Cbariyar . 

Collector of Madura v, Muttu Vijaya Ragunada Muttu ' 
Ramaliuga Sethupati. 


— V, Mutu Ramalinga Sathupathy 


V, Veeracaraoo XJramal 


Collector of Maldah v. Sudurooddeen 
Collector of Masulipatam v, Cavaly Vencata Narainapah ^ 

.. { 

Collector of Midnapore v. Ramdhone Dutt . • 

Collector of Mongliyr v, Bhobany Pershad . 


, 7;, — - 

• V, Madar Buksh 


Collector of Moorshedabad v, Anund Nath Roy 

— V, Dh unput Singh Baha- 

door. 

“i’. Rammohinee Possee 


' V. Shibessuree Dabee 


Collector of Moradabad v, Muhammad Daim Khan 
Collector of Nasik v, Shamji Dasrath Patil • 

Collector of Noakally v. Pax well 

Collector of North Arcot v* Ayya Krishnaraa Chariyar 

Collector of Poona v. Bhavanrav Balkrishna • 

— — — — — V, Kashinath Khasgiwala 

Collector of Pubna v. Romanath Tagore 


■ v. Surno Moyee • . . 

Collector of Rajshahye v. Doorga Soondery Dehia . 
• V, Hur Soondery Debia ; 
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6W. R.. 230 

3819 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 646 . 

606, 3197 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 642 . 

606, 3197 

L L. R., 4 All., 19 

5687, 5743 

16 B. L. E., 343 : 24 W. R., •> 
149. j 

495 

10 Bom., 216 .. . 

610, 3068 

21 W. R., 446 , . . 

4480 

W. R., 1864, 273 . 

44, 5107 

2 W. R.. 33 ... 

183, 1203 

W. R., 1864, 368 . 

1766 

12 B. L. R., 366 . 

219 

IIW. R.,425 . 

6252 

17 W. R., 196 .. . 

1737, 4455 

1 Agra, 88 . 

4535 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 42 . 

6530 

L. R., 13 1. A., 147 . . 1 

3422 

22 W. R., 234 . 

2948 

7 B. L. R., 449: 16 W. R., 1 

2787, 4095 

63. ] 

41u6, 4107 

6 W. R., 175 

5631 

6 Bom., A. C., 23 • 

2061 

6 Mad., 360 

2101 

4 Mad., 429 . • 

6629 

2 Mad., 206 

2120 

1 B. L. R., P. C., 1 : 12 Moore’s") 
I. A., 397: 10W.R.,P.C.,^ 
17. ) 

9 Moore’s I. A., 446 

1 W. R., 116 .. . 

2 W. E., P. C., 59 : 8 Moore’s 1 

I. A., 600. j 

2 W. R., P. C., 61 : 8 Moore’s ) 
I. A., 529. i 

Marsh., 65 : 1 Hay, 133 

26 W. E., 183 . 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 426 : 5 C. L. 7 

2120, 2412 
4693 

1672, 2246 
5103 

1672 

2048, 2509 
4154, 4693 
6270 
2945 

5049, 6392 

R., 112. i 

25 W. R., 136 . 

1592, 4925 

W. R., F. B., 112 . 

2146, 2266 

16 B. L. R., 49 : 23 W. R,, 38 

64 

I Hay, 620 . • „ • • 

II B.L.R., 86: 18 W. E., 7 

1200 

2146, 2238 

226. i 

I. L. R., 2 All., :96 

4343, 5425 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 209 . . 

4578 

20 W. B., 78 . • . 

617 

7 Mad., 37 - . • • 

4678 

10 Bom., 192 . . 

6265, 6004 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 586 . 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 63 J : 7 W. I 

2954 

2842 

R., 191. ) 

17 W. R., 163 . 

34 

2 W. R., 210 .. . 

1748 

W. R., 1864, ActX, 6 . 

5381 
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Collector of Rajshabye v. Sharaa Sooiidroe Dcbea . 

Collector of Ratnagiri Janavdaii Kaiiiat . 
V. Vyankatrav Narayan Surve 


— " V, Prosun no Coomar Tagore 

V, Rarnjadnb Sein 

Collector of Salem. In the matter of the petition of 
Collector of Sea Customs v. Pininiar Chithambaram 
Collector of Shahabad v. Rambuddun Singh 
Collector of Shahjahanpur v. Snrjan Singh 
Collector of South Arcot v. Thatha Charry 
Collector of Surat v. Daji Jogi . 

' ■ ■ ' V, Dhirsbingji Vaghbaji . 

V, Heiress of Kuvarbia 

Collector of Sylhet v. Kali Kumar Dutt 

Collector of Tanjore v, Ramasamier . 

Collector of Thaua v, Bal Patel 


i 


14B. L.R.,219: 22 W. R., 
324. 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 590 . 

8 Bom., A. 0., 1 . 
i B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 665 : 2 
Collector of Rungpore. In the matter of the petition of ^ Ind. Jur.,N. S., 178 : 7 W. 

R., 273. 

6 W. R., 115 
W. R., 1864, 243 . 

7 Mad., 233 

1. L. R., 1 Mad., 89 . 

10 W. R.. 400 
I. L. R., 4 All., 72 

8 Mad., 40 . 

8 Bom., A. C„ 166 
10 Bom., 235 

2 Bom., 253 : 2nd Ed., 239 
7B. L. R., 663: 16 W. R., > 
F. B., 10. 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 342 . 

L L. R., 2 Bom., 110 . 


V. Bhaskar Mahadev Sbeth 

' V. Dadabhai Bomanji 

V. Gana Ramji Patil 

— " - V. Hari Sitaram . 

— — V. Krishna Nath Govind • 

Collector of Tipperah v. Doorga Persad Paray 
■ V. Mafizunnissa Bibi • 

• V. Mafzunnissa Bibi 

Collector of Tirhoot. In the matter of 

V. Hurropershad Mohunt 

,. ■ ■ Raj coomar Deo Nundun Singh 

Collector of Trichinopoly v. Lekamani 
Collector of 24-Pergunnah8 v. Deb Nath Roy Chowdhry 
17. Joynarain Bose . ^ 

' V. Nobin Chunder Ghose 
• V. Wilkinson • 

Collie V, Cochrane . 

Collins. In the matter of the goods of 
— — Dewan Singh . • • 

' '■ V. Maula Bakhsh • 

Collis V. Manohar Das 

* w. Tarinee Chum Singh 

Collision between the “ Ava and the “ Brenhilda.” In 
the matter of. 

Colonas v, Bulajan .... 

Colvin, Cowie, and Co,, v, Elias • . | 

OoTnalammal Rungaswamy Iyengar 


I. L. R., 8 Bom., 264 . 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 352 . 

7 Bom., A. C., 132 
I. L. R., 6 Bom., 546 . 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 322 . 

W. R., 1864, 302 . 

4 B. L. R., Ap., 46 

5 B. L. R., 341, note ; 14 W. 
R., 84. 

14 W. K., 390 .. . 

7 W. R., 500 .. . 

low. K., 218 

14B. L. R., 115:21 W. R.,*) 
358 :L. R..1I. A., 268, 282 j 
21W. R., 222 . 

W. R.,F. B., 17:1 Ind. Jur.,-> 
0. S., 101. i 

W. R., F.B.,18: IHay, 122 

3 W. R., 27 

12 W. R., 444 . 

1 B. L. R., 0. C., 131 . 
Bourke, 0. C., 104 

2 N. W., 465 

I. L. R., 2 All., 284 . 

I. L. R., 1 All., 746 . 

3W.R., 210 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 668 : 6 C. 

L. R.,331. 

Marsh., 211 : 1 Hay, 587 
2 B. L. R., A. C., 212 : 11 W. 
R.,40. 

4 Mad., 56 . 
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1224 
4141 

2065, 2255 
3411 
3410 
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2442, 3578 
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1204 
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3617 
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3147 

1779, 1843 
3813 
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293, 902 
1406, 4410 
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774 
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Commercial Bank v. Modoosoodun Chowdliry 
Commissioner of the Soonderbunds v, Chunder Coomar 
Ghose. 

Commundun Mohideen Suib v. Oree Meerab Saib . 
Companies Act (XIX of 1857). In the matter of. 
(X of 18()6). In the matter of . 


Konia- 


nath Gossaiu’s case. 

Comptoir D’Escompte de Paris «?. Currie & Co. In re 
Comul Lochun Roy v, Moran . 

Constantine v. Drew 

Cook V. Jadub Chandra Nandi . • 

Cooke V, Hiseeba Beebee . 

Cooinara Yettapa Naikar v, Venkateswara Yettia 
Coomaree Dabee v, Mahtab Cbund • 

Coomari Rodeshwar v. Manroop Koer 
Coomar Poresh Narain Koy r. Watson & (k). 

Coombe v. Caw . . • • 

Coonamull v, Surno Raur . • 

Cooriawalla. In re . • 

Cooverji Ludha v. Bhimji Girdbar 
Coraab v. Gooroo Churn Ghose • • 

Corinj^a Oil Company v, Keogler 
Cornell v, Oody Tara Chowdhrain • 

Corporation of Calcutta v. Bbeecunram Napit alias 
Bheecun Napit. 

Corporation of tiie Town of Calcutta t>. Anderson 

— — V, Matoo Bewah 

Cosserat v, Sudaburt Persbad Sahoo • 

Cossim Hossein Soortu v, Lee Phee Cbuan . 

Costello. In the matter of . . . 

Cotton V, Pegu Saw Mills Company • 

Coultroup V. Snnth ..... 

Courjon v. Courjon 

Court of Wards. In the matter of the petition of 

«. Bunwaree Lall Thakoor 

,, Burra Lall Opendroiiath Deo 

V. Coomar Ramaput Singh 

Court of Wards v. Darmalinga 

• V. Debnath Roy Chowdbry 

— u. Fouzdar Roy 


1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 17 . 

1066 

3 W. R., 175 

4290 

7 Mad., 271 

4fi83 

2 Ind. Jur., N. 8., 180 • 

3146 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 330 . 

945 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 335 . 

943, 951 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 360 . 

961, 2069 

1 Ind. Jur.> N. S., 352 • 

2(K>9 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 17 . 

953 

2 Ind. Jur,, N. S., 94 • 

943 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 123 . 

945 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 180 . 

963 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 267 • 

953 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 888 . 

944 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 317 . 

924 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 296 . 

936 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 163 : 12 W. 

5295 

R., 413. 

2 W. 11., Act X, 82 

546 

IN. W., Pt.II,p.42: Ed. 

33U 

1873, 100. 

2B. L. E,O.C..48 , 

6016 

6N.W., 181 

1936 

5 Mad., 405 . • 

2417 

W. R., 1864, 380 . 

3821 

L. R., 13 1. A., 20 

1199, 1505 

3 C. L. R., 643 , 

1692 

13 B. L. R., 268 : 22 W. E., 7 

2647 

267- > 

2 Ind. Jur.; N. S., 187 . 

6277 

9 Bom., 1 . . . 

2674 

1. L. R., 6 Bom., 628 . 

644 

18W.R., 13 

769 

I. L. E., 1 Calc., 466 . 

1113 

8W. R.,372 

1382, 6366 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 290 . 

6026 

I. L. R„ 10 Calc., 445 . 

3164, 4018 

I. L. R, 13 Calc., 108 . 

652 

3W. E.,210 

2391 

I. L,E., 6 Calc., 477:5 C.L. ^ 

597 

R.. 167. . . I 

8 6. L. R., Ap., 67 

2676 

9W. R.,539 

923 

1 Mad., 204 ... 

3541 

451b, 6020 

9 B. L. R.. Ap., 10 

7 W. R., 223 

223 

15 W. R., 102 .. . 

1787, 3414 

16 W. R., 99 . . • 

4464 

10 B. L. R., 294 : i:; W. R., ^ 

2517. 5403 

459 : 14 Moore’s I. A-, 606 . 1 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 2 

3590 

21 W. R., 222 . 

2354 

26 W. R., 14 . . . 

582 
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V. Mitterjcet Singh . 
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. T. L. R., 2 All., 107 . 

i 10 B. L. B., 364: 19 W. R. 
I 164. 

. 14 W. B., 298 

. 26 W. B., 167 . 

5 4B.L. R.,Ap., 30:13 W.B. 

i 48. 


I 


23 W. R., 348 . 

16 W. R., 76 
12 W. R., 56 
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22 W. R., 238 . 

9 B. L. R., 310, note 
25 W. R., 260 . 
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293, 6413 
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2338, 8364 

3091 

4912 


4400 

1262 

2494 

4319 


•1 

1 

i 


4853, 6150 


44 

2226 

5750 

2338,3566 

3566 


on behalf of the Raja of Darbangha. 
In the matter of the petition of. 


Coverji Luddha v, Morarji Punja 
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Eravanni Revivarman v. Ittapn Revivarman 
Erfoonissa Cbowdbrain i7. Rukeeboonissa 
Erskine. In tbe matter of 

• 27. Dhun Kisben Sein 

17. Government 

Manick Singh Ghatwal 

— - 17. Ram Coomar Roy 

^ 17. Trilocbun Cbatterjee . 

Erskine & Co. v, Gbolam Kbezur * 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6411 


Kamo of Cape. 


Volame and Page. 


Erskine & Co, v, Okhoy Chunder Dutt 

Ertaza Hossom w. Bany Mistry . . • . 

Ertozah Hossein v, Huree Pershad Singh . 

Esab V. Krishna Narain Dey .... 
Esaias v. Gabriel •.•••• 
Esau Ahmed v, Jassim Binsaff .... 
Eshan Chunder Banerjee v Hurish Chunder Shaha 
V, Kristo Gutty Nag 

- — — — ■ Nund Coomar Banerjeo 

V. Zamuduroonissa Khatoon 

Eshan Chunder Bose t;. Juggobuudhoo Ghoso 

— V, Prannath Nag . 

Eshan Chunder Doss v, Rukeemooddeen Soudagur 
Eshan Chunder Dutt v. Prannath Chowdhry . 

Eshan Chunder Ghose Hurrish Chunder Banerjee 

Eshan Chunder Ghossal Burno Moyec Dosseo . 
Eshan Chunder Mojoomdar v, Hurish Chunder Ghose 
Eshan Chunder Roy v, Assanoollah . 

- — — ; — V. Monmohini Dassi • 

Eshan Chunder Sein v, Phonaye 

V. Huree Churn Dey . 

Eshan Chunder Shaha v, Hatimoozzumah Kbondkur 

Eshan Chunder Singh v. Shama Churn Bhutto • 

Eshan Chundra Safooi v. Nundamoni Dassee 
Eshan Khatoon v. Ramnath Sein Lushkur • 
Eshreepershad v. Debee Churn , , , 

Eshree Rai v, Bindoot Rai .... 

Esmail Shamjee Poonjani • . . . 

Esree Singh v, Bishesher Singh 
Essaji Adamji Bhimji Purshotam 

Essan Chunder Chuckerbutty v. Soorjo Lall Gossain 

Essan Chunder Dutt v, Prannauth Chowdhry 

Essen Chunder Manick v. Seebjoy Thakoor • 
Esuf Ali Khan v. Shib Shunkur Shuhaye , . 

Etwaree Lushkur v, Jadub Chunder Haidar 

Etwari v. Ram Narayan Ram . . , , 

Eusuf Ali V. Azumtoonissa .... 

Evans. In the matter of the petition of . 

Everet v. Prere 

Ewart, Latham, & Co. v. Muhammad Siddik ! 

Ewaz V, Mokuna Bibi 

Ewing V. Choonee Lsll Mullick 
• — V, Gosaidas Ghose . • • • 

— - V, Grant, Smith, & Co 


W. R., 1864, 68 . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 130 : 11 
L. R., 393. 

6 W. R., 281 
lie. L. R., 164 . 

3 N. W., 32 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 251 . 
24 W. R., 146 
14 W. R., 377 . 

8 W. R., 239 

17 W. R., 468 
8 W. R., 98 . 

14 B.L. R.,. 143: 22 W. 
612. 

10 W. R., 412 
Marsh., 270: 2 Hay, 236 
lOB. L. R., Ap., 6: 18 

R.. 19. 

16 W. R., 233 
21 W. R., 137 
16 W. R., 79 
I. L. R., 4 Calc., 683 • 

11 W. R., 61 

2 W. R., 278 
13 W. R., 334 . 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 87 : 6 
R , P. C., 57 : 11 Moore' 
A., 7. 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 357 . 

15 W. R., 327 . 

2 N. W., 470 

3 Agra, 60 : Agra, F. B., 
1864, 142. 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 550 . 

3 Agra, 256 . • 

4 Bom., O. C., 125 • 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 3 . W, 
F. B., 1 : Marsh.. 139. 

Marsh., 270 : 2 Hay, 236 
W. R., P. B., 71. 

Marsh., 435 : 2 Hay, 503 
W. R., 1864, 384 

2 Hay, 699 • 

4 B. L. R.J Ap., 71 : 13 
R., 230. 

W. K., 1864, 49 . 

2 Mad., 473 

I. L R, 8 Mad», 205 . 

4 Bom., 0. C., 133 
I. L. R., 1 All., 132 . 

Cor., 160 . 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 7 
2 Hyde, 186 


3712, 1817 
4177 

1991 

886 

6196 

5643 

1594 

3223 

1902, 2844 
5385 
3404 

3493, 3514 
3527 


53, 4998 

3010 
6317 
651, 662 
3356, 3375 
311, 2|^ 


4587, 6097 


2683 
I 3213 
4609, 6149 

3568 

2008, 6520 
6778 
1583 
4954 
■ 3808 


4007 

5698 

428 

5714 

1471. 1485 
2621 

1 6589 ' 

6013 



6412 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Namo of Case. 


Volume and Pag^c. 


Column 

of 

DifCcst. 


Faez Bulcsh Chowdhry v. Sadut Ali Khan . 

Fae« Bux Chowdhry v, Fakiruddiu Mahomed Ahasan 
Chowdhry. 

Fagan v. Ch under Kant Banerjee 

»■ V, Dossee . . • . . . 

Fahamidannissa Begum v. Secretary of State for India 

Fahimunnissa v. Ajudhia Prasad 

Faiz Ali. In the matter of . . • . 

V. Koromdi . . • . . 

Faizullah v. Hamkamal Mittcr .... 
Faialeh Ali Miah v, Kamaruddin Ehuya 
Fakaruddin Mahomed Ahsau v. Official Trustee of Ben- 
gal. 

Fakeer Bux v. Chutturdharee Chowdhry . 

Fakeer Chand LalL In the m.atter of 

Fakeer Mahomed. In the matter of the petition of 

Fakeer Rohoman v, Bhabo Soondery Dehea . . 

Fakharooddeen Mahomed Ahsan v, Pogose . 

F^haruddin Mahomed Ahsan v. Official Trustee of 
Bengal. 

Faki V. Khotu ...... 

Faki Ismail v. Umahai Bivalkar 

Fakira v. Basapa Mahadan Shetti • 

Fakira Dohey v. Gopi Lall 
Fakirapa bin Satyapa v, Chanapa bin Chanmalapa 
Fakirappa v. Pandurangapa 
Fakir Bakhsh v, Sadat Ali 
Fakir Chand v, Fouzdar Misser . 

" V, Thakur Singh . 

Fakir Chand Bose v, Madan Mohun Ghose • 

Fakir Chand Ghose v. Hiralal Seal 

Fakir Chand Govindram v, Kahandas Bhagwanda.s 
Fakirchand Motichand v. Motichand Hurruckchand 
Fakir Mahomed Khan v. Fazeluddeen Khan 
Fakir Muhammad v, Ghulam Husain • 

■ V, Tirumala Chariar 

Fakir Rawot v, Emambaksh « ' . 

Fakiruddin Mohammed Ahasan v. Phillips . 

Fakiruddin Mohammed Asan Chowdhry v, Najumun- 
nissa Chowdhrain. 

Pakrudin. In re the petition of - . . 

Fakuruddeen Mahomed Assan v. Official Trustee of 
Bengal. 

Fakurudin Sahib v, Ackeni Sahib • • . • 


23 W. R., 282 

9 B. L. R., 45G : 14 Moore s I. 
A., 234. 

7 W. R., 452 
Marsh., 226 . 

I. L. R., 14 Calc., 67 
1. L. R., 6 All., 170 

8 C. L. R., 325 . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 28 
2 B. L. R., 0. C., 7 
1. L. R., 13 Calc., 170 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 538 

12 B. L.R., 513, note: 14 W.) 

R., 209. 3 

20 W. R., 470 . 

24 W. R., Or., 46 . 

1 W. R., 232 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 209 : 2 C. L. 
R., 573. 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 178 : 10 
C.L.R., 176 :L. R.,8I.A., 
197. 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 590 . 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 425 

8 Bom., A. C., 234 . ] 

6 C. L. R., 66 

10 Bom., 162 
I. L. R., 6 Bom., 7 
I. L. R., 7 All., 376 
I. L. R., 10 Calc., 547 

7 B.L.R.,614: 15 W. R.,42l 
4B. L. R., F. B., 130: 

R., F. B., 40. ) 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 93 : 10 W. t 

R., 403. ) 

3 Bom., A. C., 167 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 438 . 

4 C. L. R., 2ob • • 

1. L. R., 1 AIL, 580 
I. L. R., lMad.,206 . 

B. L. R., Sup. VoL, 35 : W. 

R., P. B., 143. 

3B. L. R., Ap.,63: llW.R.,i 
464. 

2B. L. R., A. C., 264: 11 W. 
R., 145. 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 40 
I. L. R., 7 Calc., 82 . 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 197 . 


1928, 3490 
473 

4583, 5829 
6358 
65 

172, 4080 
6272 
6272 
4603 
1000 

804 

5425 

5937 

1153 

532 

3326 

1480, 3325 
3326 

4783 

3774 

5131, 5132 
5135 
2191 
2395 

5241, 5243 
3965 
1876 
1408 

841 

1505, 1590 
3066 
4773 

2163, 2660 
4831 

3490, 3521 
3059 

3710 

2990 

279 

3607, 3738 
1865 
111 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


'6413 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pagre. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Falle V, MacEwen 

Fanindra Deb Raikat v, Bajeswar Das 

Faqueeroonissa Begum v. Sufdar Ali . 

Fareed Alum v. Sheo Charun Ram 

Farid Ahmad v. Dulari Bibi . . . . 

Farid-unnissa. In the matter of the petition of . 

Farman Khan v. Bharat Chandra Shaha Chowdry 
Farquharson v. Dwarkanauth Singh . 

■' V. Government of Bengal 

Farzand Ali v. Alimullah . . . . . 

V, Yusuf Ali 

Farzhara Banu v, Azizunnissa Bibi . . « 

Fata lyah Khan. In re . « . . 

Fateh Muhammad v, Gopaldas , . . . 

Fateh Singh v. Sanwal Singh . . . . 

Fatesaiigji v. Desai Kalyanraya 
Fathula v. Muniyappa . . . . . 

Fati Chand Sahu v, Lilamher Singh Das 

Fatima Begam v, Sakina Begam 

V, Sukhram , . . . 

Fatima Begum v. Moosa . . . . . 

Fatima Bibee v, ArifE Ismailjce Bham 
■ V. Arif Sookauee . . . . 

Fatima Khatun v. Collector of Tipperah 


V. Mahommed Jan Chowdhry 

Fatimunissa Begum v. Hamza Ali 
Fatma v. Essa ...... 

Fatma Bibeo v. Collector of Surat 
Fatma Bibi Advocate General of Bombay . 

Sadruddiii .... 

Fatma kom Nubi Saheb ®. Darya Saheb 

Fatteh Bahadur v, Janki Bibi . 

Fatteh Singh v. Lachmi Kooer . 

Fayz Ali v, Taleb Ali .... 

Fazal Haq v. Maha Chand . • . 

Fazal Imam v, Metta Singh 
Fazal Muhammad v. Phul Kuar 
Fazel Biswas v, Jamadar Sheik . 

Fazulun-nissa Begum v, Mulo ... 

Feda Hossein. In the matter of the petition of 

. V, Empress 

V, Khajooroonuissa 

' - V, Syedoonissa 

Feddah Hossein. In the matter of the petition of 


I. L. R., 7 Calc.,1: 8 C.L.> 
R., 677. i 

I.L.R., 11 Calc..463:L.R.,I 
12 I. A., 72. 3 

1 Ind. Jur.,O.S., 119 . 
4N.W.,37. 

I. L. R., 6 All., 233 
I. L. R., 6 All., 92 
4B. L. R., F. B., 134:13 W.l 
R., F. B., 21. j 

8 B. L. R., 604 .. . 

14 Moore’s I. A., 269 : 16 W. 1 

R., P. C., 29. J 

I. L. R., 1 All., 2?2 . • . 

1. L. R., 2 AIL, 669 
B. L. R., Sup. VoL, 175:3] 
W. R., 72. j 

3 C. L. R., 699 . 

I. L. R., 7 AIL, 424 
1. L. R., 1 AIL, 751 

4 Bom., A. C., 189 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 98 . 

9 B. L. R., 433 : 14 Moore's 
I. A., 129 : 16 W. R., P.C., 
26. ^ 


I. L. R., 1 AIL, 61 
I. L. R., 6 AIL, 341 
18 W. R., 128 . 

9 C. L. R., 66 

Marsh., 263 : 2 Hav, 106 
8 B. L. R., 4, note :*^ 13 W. R., 7 
433. 3 

1 B. L. R.,P C., 21; low.) 
R., P. C., 29 : 12 Moore s I. r 
A., 65. 

6 C. L. R., 391 . 

1. L. R., 7 Bom., 266 . 

8 Bom., A. C., 79 . • 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 42 

2 Bom., 307 : 2nd Ed., 291 

10 Bom., 187 

4 B. L. R., Ap., 65 : 13 W. R., 7 
74. 3 

13 B. L. R., Ap., 37: 21 W .7 
R., 105. 3 

18 W. R., 330 . 

I. L. R., 1 AIL, 657 
I. L. R., 10 Calc., 549 . 

I. L. R., 2 AIL, 192 . 

I. L. R.. 13 Calc., 231 . 

I. L. R., 6 AIL, 250 

I. L. R., 1 Calc.. 431 , . 


IOC. L. R., 184 . 

9 W. R., 459 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 80 

2 Hay, 677 


4063 

2217, 2271 

3733 

6408 

6970 

913 

3708 

1762 

1762 

4541, 4543 
294, 4413 

5107 

6604 

846, 3218 
1096 

3377, 3408 
5450 

4812, 4852 
5801 

2802 

1244 

5679 

3663, 3735 
6109 

5336 


1138 

4663 

4673 

348 

3666 

3()50 

6270, 6004 
4309 

4977 

687 

5261 

3915 

3177 

5124 

278 

267, 270 
273 
2008 
1195 
2815 
3847 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Fegredo v, Mahomed Moddessur • 

V, Mahomed Mudessur 

Fehrsen v. Simpson 
Felani Hariani. In the matter of 
Fenn, In the matter of the estate of 

Fenwick. In the matter of the petition of 

Ferasnt Ali v, Ashootosh Roy Singh • 

Fergusson v. Government • • 

Fernandez v, Alves • • • 

V, Fernandez • • . 

V, Vasudev Shanbog . 

Ferrier v, Kam Kalpa Ghose . • 

Fida Ali v. Muzaffar Ali .♦ . . 

Fida Hossein t). Gholam Jilani . 

Fida Husain Kutub Husain . . ' 

Fidaye Shikdar v. Ozeerooddeen 
Financial Association of India and China v, Pranji-') 
vandas Haijivandas. 

Finlay, Campbell, & Co. v. Steele 
Finlay, Muir, & Co. v. Gopee Kristo Gossamee 
Fireengee Singh v. Ahmed Hossein • 

Firingee Sahoo v. Sham Manjhee 
Fischer v. Fischer . . • • 

- V. Kamala Naicker • • 

Fisher v, Nundoo Coomar Mundle • 

V, Pearse 

Fitzpatrick v. Gowan • • • 

- V, Seeta Roy , • 

■' V, Wallace , • • 

Fleming n. Koegler 

V, Shearman • • • 

Fleming Spinning and Weaving Co. In re 

F lowest V, Kootoob Hossein • • 

■■ — V. Kootub Hossein • 

Foggo V. Loudon . • • • 

Fondclair v, Vinaitheethan Chetty • 

Foolbashee Kowar v, Arzun Sahoo 
Fool Chund Johurry v. Ramkristo Bose 
Foolee Bibee v, Bassiruddy Mirdha • 

Forbes v, Ameeroonissa Begum 

V. Bhujloo Roy • . • 

V, Dyanutoollah . 

V, Girish Chandra Bhuttacharjee 


• V, Lutchmeput Singh 

V. Mahomed Hossein 
‘ V. Mahomed Kasseem 


Volume and Fago. 

Column 

of 

10 W. R., 267 . 

. 1783, 2986 

]DW. R., 75 

. 443, 3670 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 614 . 

. 6215 

16 W. R., Cr., 12 

1 

3 B. L. R.. Ap., 3 

128 

6B. L. R., Ap.. 47:14 W.) 

R., Cr., 72. j 

15 W. B., 455 . 

4541 

9 W. R., 168 

. 6128 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 382 . 

^ 6198 

2 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 12 . 

1665 

3 Bom., A. C., 82 

3318 

23 W. B., 403 . 

5842 

I. L R., SAIL, 65 

3718 

7 N. W., 346 

. 2882 

I. L. R., 7 All., 38 

48 

7 W. R., 87 

. 3252, 4523 

3 Bom., 0. G., 25 • 

. 1896, 2626 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 39 . 

. 6275 

24 W. R., 404 

3015 

7 W. R., 22 

. 1351 

8 W. B., 373 

4469 

6 Mad., 393 

1819 


3 W. R., P. C., 33:8Moore*8 
I. A., 170. 

Marsh., 625 
I. L. R., 9 Bora., 1 
lind. Jur., N.S., 420 6 W.^ 
R., Act X, 64 
1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 170 
2B.L. H., A.C.,317: 11 W.) 


) 697, 1083 

j 2736, 4660 
1588 
1982 

667 

1640 

3045, 6182 


R., 231 

I. L. U., 4 Calc., 237 3 C.l 
L R., 297. J 

4 B. L. R., 0. C., 92 
I. L. R., 3 Bom., 299 
I. L. R., 7 Bom., 494 
2 Agra, 274 

Agra,F.B., 100; Ed. 1874,75 
1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 139 
6 Mad., 251 
12 W. R., 134 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 425 
12 W. R., F. B.,25 
lInd. Jur.,N.S.,117: 6 W 
R., P. C., 47 ; 10 Moore 
I. A., 340. 

6 C. L. U.. 301 
low. R., 415 . 

6B. L. R., Ap., 3:14W.R.,) 

Cr., 31. j 

10 B. L. R., 139: 17 W. R.,! 

197: 14 Moores I. A., 330 j 
32B. L.R., 210: 20W.R.,^ 1991,4211 
44. j 4648, 5351 

IW. R., 238 , . . 1382 




1059 

6536 

949 

950 
1588 
5787 
3085 
6809 

1434, 4316 
3986 
4143 

4015, 4631 

545 

5133 

3864 

6314 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6415 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Forbes v, Mahomed Taki 


V. Mean Jan 

V, Nund C(^piiar Mundul 


V, Protap Singh Doogur 


V, Purtap Singh Doogur 
V, Ram Lall Bis^vas 
V, Srce Lai Jha 
V, Tullockchand Manockcband 


Fornaro v, Hamnarain Sookdeb 


Forester v. Secretary of State . 





». 

Fort Gloucester Mills Co. In the matter of 
Foschola V, Huro Chuuder Bose . • 

Foujdar Khan v, Bainee Doobey • 
Foulkes V, Rajabrathna Mudali • 

Fowle V, Fowle 

Fox. In re . . . • • • 

Framjee Cowasjee v, Thompson . 

Framji Besanji Dastur v, Hormasji Pestanji 
Framji Bomauji v, Hormasji Barjorji 
Framji Hormasji v. Commissioner of Customs 
Framji Kavasji v. Hormasji Kavasji . 

Framji Kustamji v, Ratansha Pestanji 
Franks v. Nuneh Mai .... 


Freok v, Harley 


Freeman v, Fairlie 

French v, Baranasliee Banerjee . . • • • 

Frewin v, Paul . • • • • • • 

Fuckoruddeen Mahomed Ahsan v* Mohima Chunder 7 
Chowdhry. 

Fuggoo Daye v, Ranah Daye . . . . • 

Fukeer Ahmed v, Issur Chunder Das 
Fukeer Chunder Shaha v. Nobodeep Chunder Shaha 
Fukecrdass Pooroheei V. Gopal Mookerjee . 
Fukeeroodeen Adam Shah. In the matter of the petition j 


Fukeerooddeen Mahomed Ahsun Chowdhry v, Kurreem 
Buksh Chowdhry. > 

Fukeeroonissa Begum i>. Chunder Monee Dossee . 
Fukheerooddeen v, Kalachand Sirdar .... 
Fukurooddeen Mahomed Ahsan Chowdhry v, Annund- 7 
nath Roy. i 

Fuller V. Bishoon Kooer • • 

Fulli Bibi v, Bassirudi Midha . • 

Fultoo Bibee v. Bliurrut Lall Bhukut 
Fulvahu V, Goculdas Vallabhdas 
Funeendro Deb Roy Kut v, Jogendro Deb 
FureedoOnissa Ruhomut 


5 B. L. R., 629 : 14 W. R.A 


P. C., 28 : 13 Moore’s 
438. 


.36, 2035 

3 W. R., 69 


4206 

2 W. R., Act X, 35 


1606 

7W.R.,409 


6301, 6311 
63H8 

7 W. R., 400 


3351 

22 W. R., 61 


5192 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 865 


542 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 386 


1086 

14 B. L. B., 180 : 23W. R..'^ 
136. 1 

12 B.L. R., 120: 18 W. R.,1 

1088, 6720 

68, 6111 
6507 

349: L. R., I. A., 
Vol.. 10. 

Sup.j 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 161 ; 
4 I. A.. 137. 

L. R.,'^ 

2696 

Bourke, 0. C., 260 

• 

6062 

8 W. R., 284 

• < 

1614 

3 Agra, 398 

• 

5436 

6 Mad., 175 

• 

3064 

I.L. R., 4 Calc., 260 
L. R., 484. 

3 C. 

1546, 1655 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 67 

# 

2(565 

3 Moore's I. A., 422 

♦ 

4046 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 268 

• ( 

5486 

3 Bom., 0. C., 49 

• 

3090, 5875 

7 Bom., A. C., 89 

• 

2703, 6497 

1 Bom., 220 


2807 

9 Bom., 49 • 


208, 796 

7 N. W.. 79 


3501, 3517. 

I.L.R.,6Calc.,418: 7C.L.> 
R., 237. 

5718 

1 Moore’s I. A., 305 


2962, 60U0 

8 W. R., 29 


3919 

12 W. R., 532 . 


1817 

LL. R.,. 4 Calc., 529 


3331 

4 W. R., Mis., 3 . 


2276 

20 W. R., 481 . 


1377 

W. R., 1864, 69 . 


4301 

12 W. R., 107 . 


6106 

11 W. R., 413 . 


3085 

5 W. R., 43 


473 

12 W. R., 638 . . 


h072 

3 W. R., 287 


5121 

9 W. R., 370 


5138 

3 N. W., 25 . , 


1034. 1106 

4 B. L. R., F. B., 64 


1760, 4143 

10 W. R., 299 . 


3670 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 275 


10, 6170 

23 W. R., 220 . 


277 

4 W. R., 37 


2021 



6416 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Kamo of Case. 


Fureedunnissa Ham Onogra Singh • 
Furlong V. Johurree Loll • 

■ V, Kusroo Mundur 

■ v» Treelochun Singh 

Furookh Hossein v, Fuzul Hossein 


Fuxzund All v. Abdool Rahim • • 

« V, Ahmed Hossein • 

■ ,, D. Jaffree Bebee 

Furzund Ali Khan v. Aka Ali Mahomed 
Furzund Hossein v, Janu Bibee • 

Fusseebun v, Ashrufoonnissa • • 


Futeek Parooee v, Mohender Nath Mozoomdar 


Futeh Ali alias Nanna Meah v. Gregory . . 

Futteh Ali v» Asgur Ali ..... 

■ i), Gunganath Roy ..... 

■ — V. Kureem Ali .... 

Futteh Ali Shah v. Fuzeeluttimnissa Bebee 

» V, Mahomed Mukeem Oodeen 

Futteh Babadoor v. Gibbon .... 
Futtehma Begum v, Mahomed Ausur . • 

Futteh Mahomed. In the matter of the petition of 
Futtehoollah v, Oomdanissa Bibee 
Futteh Ram v. Monohur Lall .... 


Futtchsangji Jaswantsangji v. Deasai Kullianrar 
Hakooinutraiji. 

Futteh Singh v. Gango ..... 

Futtick Chunder Banerjee v, Golam Ali Chowdhry 
Futtick Chunder Chatterjee v. Juggut Mohiuee Dabi 
Futtick Chund Sahoo v. Makund Jha . 

Fuzal Ali V, Bia Bibi Chowdhrain 

Fuzeehun v, Kajo ...... 

Fuzeeluu v, Keramut Hossein .... 

Fiizeelun Beebee v, Omdah Beebee • 


Fuzeelutoonissa v, Hoermutoonissa . 

Fuzl Hossein v. Tussuduck Ali Khan 
Fuzl Moula V. Gholam Shurruif 
Fuzlon V, Abdoollah . . 

Fuzl-ood-deen v, Imteaz-oon-nissa 
Fuzlool Ruhman v. Ali Kureem 
Fuzloonnissa v, Nawabunnissa . 

Fuzloor Ruhman v. Altaf Hossen 

Fuzludeen Khan v. Fakir Mahomed Khan • 

Fuzul Ali V. Jumna Doss 
Fuzulutoonissa v. Chutter Dharee Singh • 
Puzzle Ali. In the matter of the petition of 
Fuzzoo Khan v, Issur Chunder Sircar 
Fuzzul Hossei# v, Amjud Ali Khan , • 

— ' V, Enayet Ali Khan , 

Fyaz-ood-deen v, Pudmee • 


Volamc and Page. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 

21 W. R., 19 

1845 

Marsh., 194 : 1 Hay, 463 

4928 

7 W. R., 631 

3374 

Marsh., 604 : 2 Hay, 698 

4928 

1 N. W., 209: Ed. 01873,] 

1379 

4 w "r., 30 

4821 

1 Agra, 267 

5986 

6 N. W., 118 

4989 

3 C. L. R., 194 . 

644. 2594 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 588 . 

3647 

23 W. U., 463 . 

2692 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 385 : 25 W. 
R., 226. 

1378, 5771 

6 W. R, Mis., 13 

3911,5425 

17 W. R., 11 

6279 

I. L. R.,8 Calc., 113: 10 C. 

L. R.. 20. 

1122, 6672 

10 W. B., 61 

•756 

W. R., 1864, 131 

3686 

W. R., 1864, 131 

3686 

22 W. R., Cr. 74 

4736 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 309 . 

2713, 6759 

21 W. R., Cl , 30 

4355 

14 W. R., 69 

4899 

8 Agra, 39 . 

1313. L. R.,.254: 10 Bom.,^ 

3191 

3118, 3377 
3408 

28i:L, R., 11. A., 24:2l( 
W. R., 178. j 

4W. R.,4 . 

376 

low. R, 453 

3876 

22W. R., 348 . 

2333 

Marsh., 224 : 1 Hay, 639 

3103 

7 C. L. R., 276 . 

1504 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 15 . 

2072 

21 W. R., 212 

3516 

low. R., 469 . . ^ 

3632, 4902 
6244 

11 B 1. R., 60, note : 10 W ) 
R., 460. 3 

459, 4246 

Marsh., 218 : 1 Hay, 659 

3644 

13 W. R., 395 

182 

12 W. R., 605 .. . 

667 

7W. R.,169 

2929 

3 Agra, 152 

3015 

5 W. R., 163 .. . 

4CU4 

2 Hay, 479 . 

3702 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 541 . 

8603 

1. L.R.. scale., 336 : 4 C. L.) 
R., 267. j 

4804, 4831 

1 Agra, 229 . . , 

1139 

6W. R.,Mi8.,43 . 

8519 

19W. R.,Cr., 8 . 

4433 

Marsh,, 30 . 

195 

17 W. R., 623 

4232 

2 W. R., 268 

6782 

4 N. W„ 68 

4246,6172 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6417 


Name ol Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Fyazooddeen Bhooya v. Sliumsunnissa Bcebee 
Fyoz Ali V, Omedee Singh 
Fyezoollah v. Kazim Hossein 
Fyezooniiissa v, Sadutoollah . • 

Fyz-ood-deen v, Giraudh Singh • 


2 W. R., 508 
1 W. R., 265 
4 W. R., 29 
12 W. R., 3 
N.W.,1 . 


G 

G— 1>. G . 

Gabinda Chandra Ghose. In the matter of the petition of 

Gabind Chandra v. Collector of Dacca . . | 

Gabind Chandra Biswas n. Hem Chandra Barder . 
Gabind Chandra Dutt v. Ganga Dhye 
Gabind Prasad Tewari v. Udai Chand Rana 

Gabindsnndari Debi Jagadamba Debi . . 

Gabriel v, Mordakai • • 

Gadadhar Moitry v, Ganga Prasad Moitry 
Gadgeppa Desai v. Apaji Jivanrao 
Gaetree Dabea v, Thakoor Doss 
Gahan v. Owen .... 

Gajadhar Persad v. Widows of Einam Ali Beg 

Gajadhar Prasad v. Ganesh Tewari . 

Gajadhar Prasad Narayan Singh. In re . . 

Gajapathi v, Alagia ...... 

Gajapathi Nilamani v, Gajapathi Radhamani 

Gajapathi Radhika Patta Mahadebi Guru v, Gajapathi 
Hari Krishna Debi Guru. 

Gajapati Radhika Patta Mahadevi Guru v, Gajapati 
Radhamani Mahadevi Guru. 

Gajapaty Hari Krishna Devi Garu 2 ^. Gajapaty Radhika 
Patta Maha Devi Garu. 

Gajapaty Nilamani Patta Maha Devi Garu v, Gajapaty 
Radhika Patta Negha Deva Garu. 

Gajendranarayan Roy Hemangini Dasi , 

Gajjo Koer v. Ally Ahmed .... 

Gale V, Maharanee Sreemutty .... 

Gale V. Chedi Jha . 

Gambhirmal v, Chejmal ..... 

— V, Chejmal Jodhmal • 

Gamble. Ex parte ...... 

V. Abdur Rahiman bin Alii . . , . 

■' ' V, Bholagir ’ , 

* w. Bholagir Mangir .... 

Gamirullah Sarkar v, Abdul Sheikh . 

Gunapatbi w, Balasundara .... 

Gandavathara Ay^^angar v. Devanayaga Mudali . 


8 Bom., 0. C., 48 , 

9 B. L. R., Ap., 39 

3 B. L. E., Ap., 57 : 11 W, 
E., 491. 

6 B. L. E., Ap., 115 . 

7B.L. E.,333 . 

6 B. L. R., 320 , 

6B. L. E., 168: 15 W. B., 
P. C 5 

I. L. K.,lCaIc.,148 . 

4 B. L. R., 0. C., 89 . 

I. L. E., 3 Bom., 237 . 

W. E., 1864, Act X, 78. 
Bourke, 0. C., 17 : Cor., 149 
Cor., 11 

15 B. L. R., 221 : L. E., 2 I.l 
A., 205. ’ 

7B. L. B., 149: 16 W. 

485. j 

1 B. L. E., A. C., 186 . 

I.L. E., 9Mnd., 89 . 

I.L. R., 1 Mod., 290: 1C. L. 

R., 97 : L. R., 4 1. A., 212. ^ 
6 B. L. E., 202 : 14 W. R.,") 
P. C., .33 : 13 Moore’s 1. A., ^ 
497. ) 

1. L. R., 7 Mad., 96 . 

2 Mad., 369 

2 Mad., 369 ... 

4B. L. E., Ap., 27: 13 W. 

E., 35. 

6 B. L. B., Ap., 62: 14 W. 
E., 474. 

loW. E., 133 . 

2 Hay, 691 . 

10 Bom., 406 . , , 

11 Bom., 161 , 

2 Bom., 150 : 2ud Ed., 142 . 

12 Bom., 257 

2 Bom,, 150 : 2nd Ed., 147 
1 Bom., 251 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 408 . 

I. L. E., 7 Mad., 640 . 

I. L. E., 7 Mad., 222 . 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


3797, 5436 
1786 
3895 
4827 
3778 


1549 

4491, 6256 
3438 

3616 

4410 

1428 

4653 

6901 

354 

2204 

4935 

2687 

5532 

4636 

208,404 

6731, 6238 
6122 

2316, 2464 


988 


3553 

988 

988 

6977 

1743 

2995 

2983 

5768 

228, 6919 
2627 
11, 3449 
2628, 2658 
2658,2670 
4287 
6911 

786,3544 

111 



MU 


TiBLS OF CASES IK THE DIGEST. 


ot Cue. 


Volamo and Faso* 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Gandharee Debea v, Sonatnn Pandaj • 

Gandharp Singli v. Sahib Singh • • 

Gaue Bbive Parab v. Kane Bhive • 

Ganeemut Hossein v, Eungoo Sahoo • 

Ganendra Moban Tagore v. Upendra Mohan Tagore 
Ganendro Moliun Tagore v. Juttendro Mohun Tagore 


Gancsa Katnamaiyar v. Gopala Ratnamaiyar 

Ganesb Bhikaji Juvekar v, Bhikaji Krishna Juvekar 
Ganesh Chandra Chowdhry v. Ram Coomar Chowdhry 

Ganeshee Lall v, Toolaram . • • . 

Ganesh Hathi v. Mehta Vyankatram Harjivan • 
Ganesbi Lall v, Liichman Bass . . • , 

Ganesh Kooer v. Deedar Buksh . • • 

Ganesh Krishna v. Madhavrao Ravji • • • 

Ganeshlall Amir Khan . .... 

Ganesh Lall Tewaii v. Shamnarain • . • 

Ganesh Pandurang Agte v. Gangadhur Ramkrishna 
Ganesh Pershad v. Sheo Churun Lall . . • 

Ganesh Rai v. Kalka Prasad • • . • 

Ganesh Ram Chandra Date v, Shankar Ramchandra 

Ganesh Ravji v. Govind Gopal 

Ganesh Sadashiv. In the matter of the petition of 
Ganesh Shivram v, Abdula Beg . • • . 

Ganesh Singh v. Ram Raja . • • , 

Ganesh Sundari Debi. In the matter of • • 

Ganes Sing v, Kamgopal Sing . • • . 

Ganeswar Sing v. Durga Dutt • . • . 

Ganga v, Murli Dhar . • • • . 

Gangabai v, Kalapa Dari Mukrya 

■ ■■■ — ■ V. Sitaram 

> — V, Vamanaji Datar • • • • 

Ganga Bisheshar v, Pirthi Pal .... 

Ganga Charan Roy Chowdry v, Jagarnath Dutt • 
Gangadaraiya v, Parameswaramma • • • 

Ganga Dass Adhikaree. In re • • 

Ganga Dayal. In the matter of the petition of . 

Gangadhar v. Zahurriya 

Gangadhara v. Sivarama . • • • • 

Gangadhar Bbivrav v. Datto Krishnaji • • 

Gangadhar Raghunath v. Chimnaji Keshav Damle 
Gangadhar Sakharam v. Mahadu Santajy • 
Gangadhar Shivkarn v. Collector of Ahmednagar • 
Gangadhar Sirkar v, Kasinath Biswas • • 

Ganga Din v, Dhurandhar Singh • 

v» Knshali . • . • • 

Gangagobinda v, Kaliprasanna Naik • 


10 W. R., 215 . 



4822 

1. L. R., 7 AIL, 184 



4548 

4 Bom., A. C., 169 



2342,2374 

3 C. L. R., 8 



. 4926 

4 B. L. B., 0. a, 103 



2528,2534 

2557 

12 B. L. R.. 1 . 



6214 

14P.L. R., 60: 22 

W. E., > 

6214 

377 :L. R., II.A., 387. 

i 

1. L. R., 2 Mad., 270 : 
7 I. A., 173. 

L. 

R., 

2123 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 398 



4897 

3 B. L. R.. A. C., 265 

, 


4883 

3 Agra, 376: Agra, F.B., 

Ed. 

8239 

1874, 167. 



I. L. R., 8 Bom., 188 

• 


620, 6687 

5 N. W., 31 

• 


3716 

5 N. W., 128 

• 


3997 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 75 



3345 

8 B. L. R., 83 : 17 W. R., 

80 

75, 2004 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 213 



6376 

6 Bom.. A. C., 244 



244 

6 N. W., 197 

• 


484, 1912 

I. L. R., 6 All., 696 

• 


4978 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 395 

• 


420 

1. L. R., 9 Bom., 461 

• 


1523 

6 Bom., A. C., 117 

• 


3141 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 538 



851 

3B. L. R., P. C.,44: 

12 W. 

1379, 1560 

R., P. C., 38. 



1725 

6 B. L. R., 418 . 


• 

2094, 3851 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 66 


. 

107 

7 B. L. B., 651 . 


• 

4654 

I. L. R., 4 AIL, 240 


. 

844, 1705 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 419 


1 

2990, 3062, 
4474, 5110 

I. L. R., 1 AIL, 170 


. 

2423 

2 Bom., 301 


. 

2156 

1. L. R.. 2 AIL, 635 


. 

2167 

3 B. L. E., A. C., 208 : 
W. E., 97. 


3399 

6 Mad., Ill 

, 

• 

2610 

11 B. L. R., Ap., 23, 

note : ] 

4340 

14 W. R., 281. 



I. L. R.. 4 AIL, 376 



8883 

I. L. R., 8 AIL, 446 



2864, 3274 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 246 



3932 

I. L. R., 9 Bum., 366 


• 

2654 

6 Bom., A. C., 95 


• 

3748 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 20 


• 

350, 1621 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 628 


r 

905 

9 B. L. R., 128 . 


• 

6803 

I. L. E., 6 AIL, 495 


• 

6199 

I. L. R., 7 All.. 702 


• 

6417 

IB. L. R., S. N., 13: 
E., 206. 

10 W.| 

372 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6419 


Name of Case. 


Volamo and Pago. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Ganga Gobiud Mandal v. Bani Madhab Ghose 

Ganga Gobind Sen v. Gobind Chandra Roy . 

Ganga Jati Ghasita . • . . # • 

Ganga Mulik v. Bayaji ..... 
Ganganarain Sircar v, Brindabun Chunder Kur Chow- 
dhry. 

Ganga Namyan Das v, Saroda Mohun Roy Chowdhry 
Ganga Pershad Sahu v. Gopal Singh 


V, Maharani Bibi 


Gangappa v. Kapinappa 
Ganga Prasad v. Chandrawati . 

V, Gajalidhar Prasad 

-» V. Kusyari Din 


■ V. Mawji Lai 


Ganga Prasad Gosain. In the goods of . 

Gangaram v. Bansi • • 

1). Beni Ram . • 

" V. Chandan Singh • • 

■ V. Data Ram 

Gangaram Velgi v, Parbhu Dyaram . 

Ganga Sahai v. Hira Singh • 

V. Kisben Sahai . • 

- V. Lacbman Singh 

Gaugatbara Panditbar v, Rathabai Ammal 
Gangbai v. Thavar Mulla . • • 

Ganges Manufacturing Company v, Sourujmull 
Ganges Steam Navigation Company. In the matter of 


Gangji Vitbal v, Sitaram Shridlmr 
Gangoo Singh. In the matter of . . . 

Gangubai kom Sidhappa v. Ramauna bin Bbimauna 
Gangulu v. Ancha Bapulu .... 

Gankim Swee v, Ralli Brothers .... 

Gannu Lai v. Ram Sahai .... 

Ganpat Bajasbet v. Kbandu Cbangsbet 
Ganpatgir Bholagir v. Ganpatgir . . 

Gan pat ji v. Saadat Ali ..... 
Ganpatlal Anupram v. Sampatram Gbelabbai 
Ganpat Manikji Patil. In the matter of the petition of 

Ganpat Moroba v, Lakshmibai .... 

Ganpat Pandurang v. Adarji Dadabbai • 

Ganpat Pataya v. Collector of Kanara . • 

Ganpat Rai v. Sadupi 

Ganpatnim Lakbmirum v. Jaieband Talakchand 

Ganpatrav v. Rangrav 

Ganpatrav Ranebodji v, Bai Suraj 

Ganpatrav Triinbak Patwardhan v. Ganesh Baji Bhat 


3. B. L. R., A.C.,172:11W.> 
R., 548. > 

4 B. L. R.. Ap., 39 
I. L. R., 1 All., 46 
I. L. R., 6 Bom., 669 . 

3 W. R., 142 

3B. L. R, A. C., 230:12 W.l 
R., 30. 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 136: L.R., 

11 I. A., 1534. 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 379: L. R.,l 

12 I. A., 47. J 

5 Mad., 128 . • . 

1. L. R., 7 All., 256 . 

1. L. R., 2 All., 661 
1. L. R., 1 All., 611 . 

9B. L. K., 426; 16 W. R.7 
P. C., 30. i 

4 B. L. R., Ap., 43 . • 

1. L. R., 2 All., 431 . 

I. L. R , 7 All , 148 . 

I. L. R., 4 All., 62 
1. L. R., 8 All., 82 
9 Bom., 272 

1. L. R., 2 All., 809 . 

I. L. R., 6 Alb, 262 . 

I. L. R., 8 Alb, 194 . 

I. L. R., 6 Mad , 237 . 

1 Bora., 71 . 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 069:5. C. L. > 
R , 633. j 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 394 . 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 180 • 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 181 . 

9 Bom., 33 ... 

2 C. L. R., 389 . 

3 Bom., A. C., 66 • 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 73 * 

I. L. K., 13 Calc., 237: L. R., ] 

13 I. A., 60. > 

1. L. R., 7 Alb, 197 

4 Bom., A. C„ 69 • 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 230 . 

I. L. R., 2 Alb, 787 • 

10 Bom., 400 • • 

6 Bom., O. C., 64 • - . 

6 Bom., O. C., 128 . [ 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 312 . ^ 

I. L. R., 1 Bora., 7 . . 

I. L. R., 1 All, 446 
4 Bom., A. C., 106, 109 • 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 133, note 

7 Bom., A. C., 79 . 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 112 . 


4004 

1179 

2497 

4020, 4186 
2240 

1182, 1457 
1753 

5469 

2079 

5662 

2863 

245 

3889 

629 

3747 
4833 . 
2869 
629 

191, 6229 
423 
365 
6034 
3990 
5447 
3735 

1714 

952 

3146, 3200 
3236 
4440 
980 
2265 
2170 

1088 

3832 

4828, 6144 
1426, 1441 
5383 
421 
4757 
1700. 2509 
2540 
2600, 3439 
4773 
4343 
3919 

2772, 6776 
2851 
2796 
5111 


10 A 



6420 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Kam€ of Case. 


Volome and Page. 


Ganpatrav Yireshvar v, Yithoba Khandappa 
Ganraj Dubej v, Sheozore Singh 

Gan Savant Bal Savant v. Narajan Dhond Savant 

Ganubhai t). Srinivasa Filla . . • . 

Gann bin Hanmantrav v. Moro Ganesh 
Gapinath v, Abbas Hossein .... 

Gapi Nath Nandi v. Shib Chandra Nandi . • 

Garbhu Bhagat v. Eunglal Sing . . 

Garden Keach Spinning and Manufacturing Company v. 

Empress of India Cotton Mills Company. 

Gardiner v. Fell . . . . . • 

Gardner. Ex parte . . . 

Garib Hossein Chowdhry v. Wise • 

Garibulla Paramanick n. Fakir Mahomed Eolu 

Garland v. Bai Mohun Hazrah • . • • 

“ Garland',” The, v. “ Dragon,” The . . . • 

Garuda Eeddi o. Gudi Janakajya Garu 
Gash V, McLean 

Gasper* In the goods of . . * • 

Gasper (falsely called Gonsalves) v, Gonsalves 
Gatharam Mistrce Moohita Kochin Atteah Domoonee 

Gaura v, Gayadin 

Gaurchandra Chuckerbutty v. Krishna Mohan Sing 

Gaur Chandra Boy v. Bash Behari Dutt • 

Gaurevallaba Bamchandra Vellia Bomaya Nayik v. 
Virappa Chetti. 

Gaur Hari Das v. Madan Mohan Biswas 
Gaur Hari Das Adhikari v, Hayagrib Das . 

Gaur Hari Dutt v. Badha Gobind Shaba 

Gaurhari Gui v, Feari Dasi • . . . 

Gaurhari Singh v. Behari Baut .... 

Gauri v, Chandramani . * • . . 

Gauri Anantha Parathesi alias Satthappayyan v. Kali- 
appa Setti. 

Gauri Baijnathprasad v, Budhu Sing 

Gauri Dat v. Gur Sahai . . . • . 

Gaurinath Mookeijee w. Madhumani Peshkar 

Gauri Prasad Koondoo n. Eeily • • • 

Gauri Sahai. In the matter of the petition of • 

- V. Bam Sahai . . . • , 

*--■ - ' " . i), Bukko • . . • • 

Gauri Shankar v. Mumtaz Ali Khan • 

— -■■■ V, Surju . . . . • 

Gaur Lai Sirkar v, Eameswar Bhumik . • i 

Gaur Mohan Chowdhry v, Madan Mohan Chowdhry 


4 Bom., A. C., 130 
I. L. B., 2 All., 898 . 

I. L. K., 7 Bom., 467 . 

4 Mad., 84 
10 Bom., 429 

7 B. L. B., 434, note 

6 B. L. B., Ap., 74 

7 B. L. Ap., 33 . 

I. L. B., 12 Calc., 651 . 

1 Moore's I. A., 299 

6 Bom., O. C., 138 

5 B. L. B., 342, note . 

1 B. L. B., S. N., 13 : 10 W. 
B., 203. 

1 W. B., 15 
1 Hyde, 275 

1 Mad., 124 

2 N. W., 403 

I. L. B., 3 Calc., 733:2 C. L. 
B., 436. 

13B. L. B., 109 . 

14 B. L. B., 298 : 23 W. B., 
i 179. 

1. L. B., 4 All., 355 
2B. L.B.,S.N.,4:10W.E., 
Cr., 46. 

1 B. L. B., S. N., 1 : 10 W. 
B., 43. 

2 Mad., 174 

3B. L. B., A.C., 16: 11 W. 
B., 330. 

6 B. L. K., 371 . 

7 B. L. B., 343, note : 12 W. 
It., 54. 

BL. B., Sup. VoL, 48: W. 
B., F. B., 165. 

3 B. L. B., Ap., 138 : 12 W. 
B 277 

I. L. B.,’l All., 262 . 

3 Mad., 213 

2 B. L. B., S. N., 16 . 

I. L. B., 2 All., 41 
9 B. L B., Ap., 37 
I. L. B., 9 Calc., 112: 12 C. 
L. B., 41. 

I.L. B., 6 All., 114. . 

7 N. W., 167 

I. L. B., 3 All , 45 
I. L. B., 2 All., 411 
T. L. B, 3 All,, 276 . 

6 B. L. B , Ap., 92 
6 B. L. B., 352: 16 W. B., 
29. 


Column 

of 

Digeat. 


2133 

2392 

2378, 4996 
6047 
1393 
4284 
689,3637 
364 
6157 

4523 

2962 

6647 

5139 

5669 

4928 

2833 

2697, 4947 
3199 

1238 

1547, 3785 
6101 
682 
4367 

158 

1684, 1828 

3309 

3769 

413 

2207 

6180 

2259 

2914 

5002 

2483 

2987 

3844 

5524 

6610. 6736 
2317 
1096 
3345 
6192 

3375 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


em 


Name of Case. 


Gaur Mohan Dass v» Hamrup Mazoomdar • ^ 

Gaur Mohan Sing. In the matter of the petition of 
Gaur Narayan Mazumdar v, Brajanath Kuudu Chow- 
dhry. ) 

Gavdapa v, Shibasangvada 
Gayadat v, Kutub-un-nissa • . 

Ga^adeen v. Kamsahai . . • • 

GajaJati v, liamjiawan Earn . 

Gaya Parshad v, Bhup Singh . • 

Gaya Prasad v. Gaya Prasad 

■ - V, Salik Prasad 

* ■ V. Sikri . • . • 

Gayaram Mazumdar v. Madhusudan . 

Gayasoodeen v, Khuda Buksh . 

Gazee v. Hameed Buksh .... 

Gedeera Kolita v, Debcndro Narain Konwar 
Gedroo Sircar v. Beharee Lall Eudra • 

Geereeballa Daboe v, Chunder Kaut Mookerjee 

Geetum Sing v, Buldeo Kahar . 

Gehanaji bin Kes Patil v. Ganpati bin Lakshuman 

Gendapuri v. Chhatarpuri • • 

Gend Lall Tewari v, Denonath Earn Tewari 
Geudu Malhari v. Govind Atiuaram • • 


General Manager, Eaj Durbungha v. Eamput Singh 


Gengu Eeddi v. Asal Eeddi . • 

Gentle v. Bank ot Hindostan, China and Japan 
— — V. Thomson • . • • • 




George. 


In the goods of 
V. George 


' — V. Hamilton, Brown, & Co. 

■ V. Earn Ruttun .... 

Gerender Coomar Dutt v, Juggadumba Daboe 

Ghalib Ali v, Khilloo .... 

Ghamshamlal v, Bhansali 
Ghanasham Das Goorsainull v. Joharimull Eedarinath 
Ghannoo Singh v. Earn Gobind Singh 
Ghansam Singh v, Chukowree Singh . • 

Ghansham v, Mukha • . • . 

Ghasee J usoudee • . • • 

Ghasee Khan v, Kulloo .... 
Ghaseeram. In re . . . • . 

Ghasi Earn v, Nuraj Begam 
Ghasi Singh v, Budh Singh 
Ghasseram. In the matter of . • 

Ghasseeram v, Mouohur Doss . . • 

Ghasseram Misser v. Williamson 
Ghazee Lall Jha v, Sheo Narain Singh 
Ghazeeood-deen v, Bhookun Doobey . 

Ghazeeooddeen Hyder v. Bhooluu • • 


Volume and Page. 


1 B. L. R., A. C, 42 : 10 W.^ 

R., 84. 1 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 11 . ’ . 

5 B. L. R., 463 : 14 W. R., 491 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 133, note 
I. L. R., 6 All., 678 

2 Agra, Ft. II, 181 

I, L. R., 8 All., 669 
I. L. R., 1 All., 180 
I. L. R., 3 All., 682 
I. L. R., 3 All., 682 
I. L. R., 4 All., 23 
4 B. L. R., Ap., 73 
1 N. W., 87 : Ed. 1873, 139 
16 W. R., 160 . 

25 W. R., 352 . 

20 W. R., 165 . 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 213 

4 N. W., 76 
I. L. R., 2 Bom., 469 
L. R., 13 I. A., 100 : I. L. R., 1 
9 All., 1. .) 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 673 . 

10 Bom., 409 . • . 

14 Moore’s I. A., 606 : 17") 
W. R., 459 ; 10 B. L. R., \ 
294. ) 

1 Mad., 12 . . . . 

1 Ind. Jur., N S., 246 . 

1 Ind. Jur., O. S., 69 . 

6 B. L. R., Ap.,138: 15 W,^ 

R., 457, note. I 

11 B. L. R., Ap., 2 
6N. W.. 219 
4 N. W., 74 

3 Agra, 272 
I. L. R., 6 Calc., 126 
3 N. W., 61 : Agra, P, B.; 

Ed. 1874, 243. 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 249 
I. L. R., 7 Bom., 431 
13 W. R., 231 
W. R., 1864, 197 
I. L. R., 3 All., 320 

2 Agra, 226 

1 Agra, 152 
12 B. L. R., Ap., 4 
I. L. R., 1 All., 31 

7 N. W., 193 
16 B. L. R., Ap„ 10. 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 241 
2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 206 

8 W. R., 24 

2 Agra, 301 
2 Agra, 344 . 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


4767 

I960 

3953 

2851 
2873 
4548 
3070 
1887 
3935 
3935 
3460 
4824 
2974 
349, 351 
6154 
3402 

3858, 4273 
4626 
1539 
5261 

2245 

1693 

5658 

2517, 5404 

5631 

3104 

691 

1236 

1554 

6202 

5142 

225 

3466, 5914 
5877 

410 

431 

8878 

4142 

3520 

i2476 

5000 

917 

3091 

6789 

2670 

3315 

1451 

208 

1695, 3981 
1166 


10 a 



6422 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Ghazi V. Kadir Baksh • • • • 

Ghazidin v. Fakir Bakhah 

Ghelabhai Bhikaridas v» Pranjivan Ichharam 
Ghella Pema v, Gumtibai 

Ghinaram Dobey v, Kam Monaruth Bam Dobej 

Ghirdharee Singh v, Koolahul Singh . 

Ghisa V, Didari . . . • • 

Ghogoolee v, Muzhur Hossein . 

Gholab Khan. In the matter of the petition of 


Gholab Khoonwarree Bebee v. Eahur Chundor Chow- 
dhry. 

Gholam Ali v, Asgur Ali . . • . • 

Gholam Ali Chowdhry Collector of Backergunge 
Gholam Ally r. Nundaya • . . • . 

Gholam Durbesh Chowdhry v. Sham Kishore Roy 
Gholam Hossein v. Abdool Kadir 

* — Hur Gobind Dass 

— ' — V. Okhoy Coomar Ghose 

Gholam Hydcr v. Poorno Chunder Roy 
Gholam Mahomed v. Indra Chand Jahuri 
Gholam Mahomed Akbur v, Koonj Beharee Lai • 

Gholam Mohamed v, Asmut Ali Khan Chowdhry • 

, - V, Calcutta Club . . • 

GhoLam Mukhdoom v, Ashuck Jan Bibee 
Gholam Murteza Chowdhry v, Gohick Chunder Roy 
Gholam Nujjull v, Toossoodduck Hossein • • 

Gholam Nuzuf v. Emaniim .... 

Gholam Rasul Khan. In re . 

Gholam Singh v, Bejoyram Protab Singh 
Gholam Sobhan alias Saboo Meah v. Mahomed Rouf 
Ghoogly Sahoo v. Chundee Pershad Misser . 

Ghoolam Moortoozah Khan v. Government . 

Ohooroo Singh v, Dabee Dyal • • • • 

Ghosee Lall v. Gaiod Lall . • . • 

Ghotae Mundle v, Kajroo . . • • 

Ghofoorun Bebee v. Mustukedeh 
Ghulam Muhammad Naiamut Khan v. Dale 
Ghulam Mustafa v. Hurmat . . • • 

Ghumundee Singh. In the matter of the petition of 
Ghunshyam Chobey v. Kasheenath Shanteekaree • 
Ghunsbyam Singh o. Runjeet Singh . 

■ V. Tara Proshad Coondoo 

Ghuntham Doss v. Mooltan Mull 
Ghurbin Bind v, Queen-Empress 
Ghurreeb Hossein Chowdhry v. Useemoonnissa Khatoon 

Ghursobhit Ahir v, Ramdut Singh • 

Gibbon v Abdur Rahman Khan 

■ V, Sheo Purshun Misser 




Culumn 

Volume and Pago. 


of 

Digest. 

I, L. R., 1 All., 212 

• 

6456 

I. L. R., 7 All,, 73 

• 

205, 804 
1940 

11 Bom., 218 

• 

4775, 5349 

8 Bom., 0. C., 1^ 


132, 3087 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 666 , 

note : 

3431 

7 C. L. R., 680. 


6 W. R., P. C., 1 ; 2 Moore's 

2226, 2502 

I. A., 344. 


4397, 4646 

7 N. W., 257 


2865 

24 W. R., 389 . 


4173 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 83 : 

15 W. 

3882 

R., 171. 


7 B. L. R., 179 : 16 W. R., 

3882 

Cr.. 15. 

s 

2 W. R., P.C., 47: 8 Moore’s) 

1703 

I. A., 447. 

) 

IIW. R., 106 . • 


330 

2 C. L. R., 39 . 

, 

47 

Marsh., 264 : 2 Hay, 108 

544 

W. R., 1864, 378 . 


3182 

6 N. W., 11 


3726 

1 W. R., 19 


5650 

3 W. R., Act X, 169 


6782 

3 W. R.. Act X, 147 


5189 

7 B.L. K., 318 : loW. R., 84 

410 

5 W. R, Mis., 27 . 


194 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 974: 10 ) 

2932 

W. R., F. B., 14. 


Cor., 67 . • 


4632 

25 W. R., 86 


6355 

3 W. R., 191 


17(H) 

1 W. R., 126 


8166 

9 W. R., 276 


4017 

1 B. L. R., 0. C., 130 


2675 

W. R., 1864, 317 


6079 

20 W. R., 286 . 


670 

21 W. R., 246 . 


3817 

9 Moore’s I. A., 456 


4066, 4660 

2 Agra, 280 • 


4543 

3 Agra, 184 


3992 

16 W. R., 227 • 


6171 

2 Agra, 300 


3412, 3660 

1 Mad., 281 


3730 

I. L. R, 2 AIL, 864 


3685 

23 W. R., Cr., 30.. ’ 


. 4760 

3 W. R., Act X, 4 


1621 

4 W. R., Act X, 39 


1178 

I. L. R 4 8 Calc., 465 : 10 C. L. ) 
R., 447. i 

1664 

2 N. W., 229 


166, 3845 

I.L. R, 10 Calc., 1097 . 

1792 

1 Hay, 628 


1742, 2020 

I. L. R.a 6 Calc., 923 ; 
R., 637. 

6 0. L. 

6040 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 411 

• 

2854, 6044 

17 W. R., 236 . 

. 

1907 



TABLft Ot' CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6423 


Nbino of Case. 


Gilby V. Sabhu Pillai ...... 

Gillanders, Arbuthnot and Company Obboy Churn ' 
Nundy. 

Gilmore v. Eoso . , . . • 

— ^ — *■ V. Sreemunt Bhoomick . . • 

«' '■ " ■ V. Surbessuree Dossee . . . 

Girdar Das Vallaba Das. In the goods of • 

Girdhar v. Kalya . . ; • 

Girdhar Dalpat v. Haribbai Narayan 
Girdharee v. Dilsookh Rai 
Girdharee Lall v. Deanut All • • 


17. Kantoo Lall 
V. Oomrao Singh 


Girdharee Lall Singh v, Modhoo Roy 
Girdharee Lall Singh Pasban v. Chundee Porsbad 
Girdharee Sahoo v. Hera Lall Seal 
Girdharee Singh v. Collis • • • . 


V. Koolahul Singh 

17. Lai loo Koonwur 
17. Rojun Singh • 


Girdhar Hari i7. Kalikant Roy Chowdhiy • 

Girdhari v. Sheo Raj • • . • 

Givdbari Das i7. Powlett .... 

Girdhari Singh v. Hurdeo Narain Singh . 

Girdharlal v. Bai Shiv .... 

Girdharlal Dayaldas v. Jaganath Girdbavbhai 
Girdhar Manordas v. Dayabhai Kalabhai 
Girdhar Nagjishet i7. Ganpat Maroba . 

Girdhar Naran’i7, Umar Aju • . . . * 

Girdhar Parjaram v, Daji Dalabhram 
Giree Dharee Sahoo i7. Buksim . . • 

Giree Dharee Singh v. Kalika Sookul 
Gireedhur Dass v. Nitto Gopal Dass . • 

Gireejabntty Kooerree v. Monjee Lai . 

Gireewar Singh v. Muddun Lall Dass . . , ^ ^ 

Girendro Nath Tagore. In the matter of the petition of 

■ ' - ■"» 17, Huronath Roy 

Giriapa i7. Jakana ..... 

Giridhara Doss Manakji Tadahayi Birzi Mohan Doss v, > 
Suraneni Lakshmi Venkamma Row. i 

Giri Dharee Singh v» Rainkishore Narain Singh 

Giridhari Lall Roy i7. Government of Bengal 


Volume and Page. 


Giridhari Mondul. In the matter of the petition of 


17, Uchit Jha 


Girija Bhusan Holdar v. Akhay Nikari 
Girija Singh i7. Giridhari Singh . 


I. L. R., 7 Mad., 100 . 

^3W. R., 139 

e N. W., 311 .. . 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 77 
W. K., 1864, Act X, 72 

I Mad., 234 ... 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 83 

7 Bom., A. C., 3 . 

6N. W., 221 

21 W. R., 311 .. . 

14 B. L. R., 187 : 22 W. R ., } 
66 : L. R., 1 1. A., 321. 3 

3 Agra, 249 
18W. R., 323 . 

2) W. R., 277 ..* 

2C. L. R., 467 . 

8 W. R., 497 • 

6W. R., P.C., 1:2 Moores] 

I. A., 344. > 

3 W. R., Mis., 23 
24 W. R., 462 • 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 161 : 11 W. ] 
R., 601. > 

I. L. R., 1 All., 431 
I. L, R., 2 All., 690 . 

L. R.,3I. A., 230 : 26 W.> 
B., 44. > 

I. L. B., 8 Bom., 309 . 

10 Bom., 182 . . I 

I. L. B., 8 Bom., 174 . 

II Bom., 129 . . I 

I. L. B., 4 Bom., 326 
7 Bom., A. C., 4 . 

1 W. B., .361 
7 W. B.. 46 

19 W. B., 291 

20 W. K., 477 

16 W. B-, 262 . 

14 6. L. B., 334, note . 

10 W. B., 455 
12 Bom., 172 . 

5 Mad., 93 . 

1 C. L. B.. 262 . 

IB. t. B.,P.C., 44:10W.t 
B., P. G., 31. 7 

I. L. R., 8 Cttlc., 435 : 10 C. ( 
L. R., 46. > 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 43,j: 10 C.1 
L. R., 46. i 

5 B. L. B., Ap., 57, note : 13 t 
W. It., 106. ) 

1 B. L. R., A.C., 14: low. 
R., 65. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


99 

1525 

6600 

6185 

6176 

132 

2839 

4852 

907 

3727 

2164 

1680 

1810 

4267 

4253 

3894 

2226, 2502 
4397, 4646 
1684 
3724 

4196 

2827 

4253 

6479 

4945 

4257, 4405 
4430 
6003 

311, 1506 
6818 
6834 
6144 
. 1456 

777, 3210 
4781 
3563 
2091 
800 
800 

2246,4475 

3181 

*3490 

1671,2286 

2301 

1958 
1958 
3148 
4827 


Name of Case. 



Giriowa v, Bhimaji ....... 

Girish Chandra Bose v. Kali Krishna Haidar • ^ 

Girish Chandra Dass v, Gillanders, Arbuthnot, & Co. • 

Girish Chandra Dutt v, Buznl-ul-Huq • . \ 

Girish Chandra Lahury v. Fakir Chand • . ^ 

Girish Chandra Boy Chowdhry v. Amina Khatun 

V. Eajchandra 

Chowdhry. j 

Girish Chunder Nnndee. In the matter of the petition of 
Girjannnd Oopadhya v. Chunder Binode Oopadhya • 
Girjoji Bhikaji Sonar v. Keshavera Ravji Patil Hengo . 
Gir Prasad v. Bansi ...... 

Girwur v, Nyaz Ali ...... 

Gisborne & Co. v. Badhanath Das .... 

V. Subal Bowri . . . . ^ 

Gladstone. In the goods of . • • . . 

- V. Joakim .••••. 

- V, Sadoo Churn Dutt ..... 

" ■ ■ — V, Sewbux ...... 

Gladstone, Wyllie, & Co. v. Harrison .... 

V, Woomesh Chunder Chatterjee 

Glascott V. Gopal Sheikh ...... 

Glasscott V. Rajchunder Moochy Mundul . . . 

Gobabjan v. Moshiatoolah ...... 

Gobardhan v. Balmukand ...... 


Gobardhan Barmono v, Mano Bibi • 

Gobardhan Das v, Gokal Das 

■ ■■■ V. Gopal Ram . 

Goberdhono Doss v. Nittanund Mullick 
Goberdhun v. Girwar 

«>. Gokal Cband 

Gobin Dass v, Ranchore alias Rughobeor 


I. L. R., g Bom., .58 
B. L. R , Sup. Vol., 538 : 6 
W. R., Act X, 67. 

2 B. L. R., O. C., 140. 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 68 : 11 W. 
R., 412. 

B. L. R., Sun. Vol., 603 : 6 
W. R., Mis.*, 72. 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 126 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 1 

*26 W. R., Cr., 8 . 

6 W. R., Mis., 6 . 

2 Bom., 211 
I. L. R., 2 All., 431 
2 N. W., 306 

6 W. R., 253 

I. L. R.. 8 Calc., 284: IOC. 

L. R., 219. 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 168 . 

Cor., 148 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 203 . 

4 C. L. R., 100 . 

24 W. R., 50 

25 W. R., 96 . . , 

9 W. R., 254 

25 W. R., 381 .. . 

1 C. L. R., 537 . 

7 N. W., 349 . . . I 

3 B. L. R., O. C., 126 : S. C.*l 

on appeal, 5 B. L. R., 76 ; m 
14 W. R.,0. C., 34. ) 

1. L. R., 2 All., 633 . 

I. L. R., 7 AIL, 366 . 

1 Ind, Jur., N. S., 41 . 

3 Agra, 92 • 

7N. W., 31. 

3N.W., 324 


4745, 5618 
1776, 4137 


6842, 6843 

1239 

5231 

6826 

1368 

638, 2834 
2646 
4246 

547, 1644 
‘ 1173 

3428 


Gobind Chandra Sarma Mazumdar v, Anand Mohan > „T>Tr» 

SRrmft Ma^iimdar. 4 2 B. L. R., A. C., 313 


Sarma Mazumdar. 3 

Gobind Chunder Addya v, Afzul Rabbani . . ^ 

Gobind Chnnder Aooch v. Bamundoss Mookerjee. 
Gobind Chunder Bagcbee v. Kripamoyee Dabee . 
Gobind Chunder Bagdee v, Gobind Ghose Mundul 

Gobind Chunder Banerjee v. Wise .... 

Gobind Chunder Bose v. Alimooddeen 
Gobind Chunder Burmono v. Allabux. 

Gobind Chunder Chowdhry v. Johurulnissa Bibee 
Gobind Chunder Chunder v. Kristo Kan to Dutt . 

Gobind Chunder Dutt ». Hendry . . . ^ 

tr. Hurronath Roy . • ^ 

V, Kherode Chunder Mitter 

Gobind Chunder Ghose. In the matter of the petition of 
" V. Anundo Chunder Sircar 


1 L. R., 9Calc., 426: 12 C. 

. L. R., 29. 

22 W. R., 481 

11 W. R., 338 , 

7W. R., 171 

12 W. R., 19 

11 W. R., 160 . . 

2 Hay, 347 ... 

18 W. R., 156 

14 W. R., 273 . . 

14 B. L. R., Ap., 12 : 24 W. 
R., I6. 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S,, 62 : 5 W. 

B., Act X, 10. 

10 B. L. R., Ap., 12 . 

19W. R., 61 
18 W. R., Cr., 64 . 


2145,3418 


5460, 5468 
3367 

4963, 5811 
2744, 3905 
4164 
6314 
620 
3623 
3000 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6425 


Name of Case. 


Gobind Chunder Ghose v. Bykunt Nath Ghose 

— V. Ramcoomar Dey . 

Gobind Chunder Goopto v, Raj Kishore Sein 

Gobind Chunder Koondoo v, Taruck Chunder Bose ^ 
Gobind Chunder Lahory v, Jardine, Skinner, & Co. 
Gobind Chunder Moitra. In re • • . ^ 

Gobind Chunder Mojoomdar v, Bissumbhurree Dossee . 
— — ■ - " ■ V, Dulmeer Khan • 

Gobind Chunder Mookeijee v, Doorgapersad Baboo ^ 


V. Kalla Gajee 

V. Kola Gazi 
V, Ramkomul Chatterjee 


Gobind Chunder Paul Chowdhry v. Ramkishen Paul ) 

Chowdhry. j 

Gobind Chunder Roy. In the matter of . 

V, Poorno Chunder Sein 

— — V. Sib Nath Shaw 

Gobind Chunder Roy Chowdhry v. Ram Chunder Chow- 

dhry. ) 

■ v. : ^ 

Gobind Chunder Sen v. Administrator General of ( 

Bengal. 1 

Gobind Chunder Shaha v. Abdool Gunny . 

V. Ashruf Ali Meah 

■ V. Puddo Monee Dassee . 

Gobind Chund Juttee v. Mun Mohan Jha . . , 

■ V. 


Volume and Page. 


0.j 

0.j 


} 

: 2 ^ 

) 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Gobind Chundra Gangopadhya v, Sherajunnissa Bibi . 
Gobind Chundra Sen v. Joy Chundra Dass . 

Gobind Coomar Chowdhry v. Huro Chunder Chowdhry 
Gobind Daas v. Jaykishen Dass . . . . 

Gobind Dayal v. Inayatullah . . . • . 

Gobind Hari Walekar v, Shidratn bin Shidmurti • 


Gobind Koomar Chowdhry, 
petition of. 


In the matter of the 


-i 


Gobind Kumar Chowdhry v, Hargopal Nag 

— V, Huro Chandra Nag 

Gobind Lall Seal v, Chand Hurry Maity 
V. Debendronath Mullick . 

V, Debendro Nath Mullick 

V, Knight 

Gobindmani Dasi v, Shamlal Bysak . • 

Gobind Mohun Chuckerbutty v. Sheriff 


19 W. R., 61 

24 W. R., 393 . 

14 W. R., 365 . 

I.L. R., 3 Calc., 145: 1 

L. R., 35. 

7 W. R., 163 

I. L. R.. 6 Calc., 835: 8 
L. R.. 217. 

2 W. R., Act X, 5 
23 W. R., 125 . 

14 B. L. R., 337 : 22 W. 

248. 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 626 
Ind. Jur., N. S., 119. 

7 W. R., 185 

25 W. R., 364 . 

2 W. R., 297 

16 W. R., Cr., 70 . 

10 W. JR.. 36 

5 C. L. R., 171 . 

19 W. R., 94 

22 W. R., 421 . 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 17 : 1 W. 
R., P. C., 43 : 9 Moore^ 

I. A., 140. 

6 W. R., 41 

8 W. R., 490 

17 W. R., 400 . 

12 W. R., 198 . 

14 W. R., 43 

13 C. L. R., 1 
I. L. R., 12 Calc., 327 

7 W. R., 134 

2 Agra, 101 
I. L. R., 7 All., 775 
7 Bom., Ar C., 37 . 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol.. 714 

Ind. Jur., N. S., 199 
W. R., 520. 

3 B. L. R.,Ap.,72: 11 W.l 

R., 537. > 

5 B. L. R , Ap., 61 : 11 
W. R., 571 : 21 W 
442, note. 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 172 . 

I. L. R.. 5 Calc., 679 : 5 C. ] 
L. R., 527. > 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 311 : 7 C, 1 
L. R., 181. > 

1. L. R., 7 Calc., 372:9 0. L. I 
R., 390. i 

B. li. R., Sup. Vol., 48 : W. 

R., F. B., 165. ^ 1 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 16^ : 8 C. 
L. R., 357. 


t: 2) 
.,7j 

. w. j 

1 : 11 y 
B, Jj 


1 


4423 

1173 

3712 

5061 

6109 

1266 

632, 6206 
2504, 3397 
.2346, 4858 
6135 . 

613 

613 

6463, 5479 
6221, 6223 

6561 

4822 

4525 

3377 

5308 

4585 

1992. 

3283 

612 

2745 

3045 

6367 

5343 

3161 

4246 

3709 

1866, 1881 
5929 

2570,3337 

4397,5829 

1627 

5332 
. ‘3405 

3406 

1540 

2207 

4400,5012 



642G 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Gobiiid Moneo tJ, Rajendro Kisliore Chowdhry 
Gobind Monee Dftbia v. Dino Buudboo Shaba 
Gobindinonee Dossee v. Sham Loll Bysack 
Gobind Muhtoo Goopee Bhu^j'ut • 

Gobind Nath Roy v, Luchmee Koomaree 

Gobindnatb Sandyal v, Ramcoomar Gbose 


Gobind Nath Sein v. Gobind Chiinder Sein 

Gobind Nath Shaba Chowdhnri v. Reily 
Gobind Nfiiith Rai v. Anund Nautb Rai 
Gobindnautb Suiidyal v. Rornanauth Tbakoor 
Gobindo Chunder Moulick v, Mudhoosudun Moulick 

Gobindo Coomar Chowdhry v, Manson 
Gobindo Hureekar v. Woomesh Chunder Roy • 
Gobindo Mahapatro v, Gopeenatb Pundit . • 

Gobindo Nath Roy v, Kara Kanay CJiowdhry • 
Gobiiidonath Roy Chowdhry v. Kishen Kant Roy . 
Gobind Pandey v. Heeinut Babadoor , • » 

Gobindpershad v. Ruddell . . . . • 

Gobindprasad. In the inatter of the petition of . 
Gobind Proshad Talookdar v, Mohesh Chunder Surma 
Ghuttuck. 

Gobind Puramanick v. Gooroo Churn Dutt 
Gobind Ram v, Bliupal Sincfh . • 

Gobind Row v. Girdharee Sahoo • 

Gobind Saran v, Dharup Nath . 

Gobind Shiinkerjce v. Girdharee Sing • 

Gobind Singh v. Kallu 


• V, Munno Ram Doss 

- V, Soonder Pal 
■ V. Zalim Singh 


Gobind Sooboodbee. In the matter of the petition of 
Gobind Sookool v. Gokool lihukut 
Gobind Sundari Debia v. Jagadamba Dcbia 
Gobinlall Seal v, Kinoo Koyal , 

Goburdhun v, Sadhoo 
Goburdhun Doss v, Munnoo Lall 

Goburdhun Lall v. Singessur Dutt Koer 

Goburdhun Majhee v. Banee Chunder Doss 
Goburdhun Nath v, Onoop Roy . • 

Gocoolanund Dass v, Wooma Daee 

Gocool Chunder v. Ali Mahomed 
Gocool Chunder Gossamee v. Administrator General of 
Bengal. 

Gocool Coomar v, Bhichook Singh . - • 

Gocool Dass Soonderjee. In the matter of . • 

Goculdas Jagmohandiis v, Lakbmidas Khimji • 
Godadhar Dass v. Dhunput Singh 


Volume and Page. 


16 W. R., 18 

• 

639, 640 

15 W. R., 87 

• • 

3015 

W. K., 1864, 163 . 

• • 

2486, 4166 

16 W. R., 4 


1746, 1768 

IIW. R., 36 

• • 

1198. 33S5 

6 W. R., 21 . 

■ 1 

210, 3261 
5618 

9 W. R.. 115 

. • 

6924 

10 W. K., 393 

• { 

2342. 4476 
6004 

I. L. R., ]3 Gale., 1 

• • 

4212 

6W. R., Cr., 79 . 


4492 

1 Hay, 501 . 


4965 

25 W. R., 650 . 

, 

5763 

15 B. L. R., 66 : 23 

W. R.,> 

647, 3184 

152. 

j 

3337, 62S3 

W. R., F. B., 176 

, , 

2293 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 

581: 61 

4412 

W. R.. 211. 

i 

24 W. R., 183 


2142 

10 W. R., 254 . 

• • 

1422 

6 W. R., 42 . 

• • 

3129 

6 N. W., 160 

• 

3105 

I. L. R., 2 All.. 466 
15 B. L. R., 36 : 23 

w'. R..\ 

1327 

2290 

117. 

> 

3 W. R,, 71 


52 

10 C. L R., 76 . 


6304 

24 W. R., 355 


6106 

I. L. R., 8 All, 614 

; i 

1849, 2292 
2477 

1 N. W., 90 : Ed. 1873, 142 . 

4756 

I. L. K., 2 All, 778 


6093 

19W. R., 414 . 

• { 

4051,5433 

5434 

2 Agra, Pt. II, 177 


6617 

I. L R., 6 All, 33 

• ^ 

446 

15 W. R., Or , 66 . 

ft • 

4735 

23 W, R., 304 


4936, 6697 

3 B. li. li., P. C., 25 


299 

Marsh., 400. 


2931 

1 W. R., 244 


2772, 5774 

15 W. R., 96 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 62 : 

8C. L.> 

1427 

2174 

R.,277. 

> 

21 W. R., 376 . 


6678 

3 W. R., 105 

• ^ 

2609 

16 B. L.R., 405 : 23 W. R., 1 

2134, 2304 

34U. 


10 W. R., 6 . 


6078 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 726 : 
R.. 669. 

5 C. I. \ 

867, 4629 

22 W. R., 1 . 


6616 

1 Ind. tfur., N. 8 
Bonrke, 0. C., 240. 

, 327 

424,2027 

I. .L. R., 3 Bom., 402 


706 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 686 

9C.L.-) 

2952 

R.. 227. 




Column 

of 

Digest. 


Table op cases in the digest. 


6427 


Columu 

Namo of Cose. Volamc and Page. of 

Digest. 


Godayi Joardar v. Hears .••••• 
Goday N armin Gajpathi Ram 'o, Ankitam Venkata) 
Narsinf^ Rau. ^ 

Godby, In ro . . 

Godha V. Naik Ram .•••••• 

Gogaram v, Kartick Chunder Singh . 

Gogon Manji v. Gobind Cbnnder Khan 

" V. Kashishwary Debi . ^ • 

Gogun Chand Dut v. Huri Mohuii Dut . • 

Gogmi Chunder Dutt v, Janokoe . 

Gogun Chunder Ghose v, Dhuronidhur Mundul . 


Empress 

Gogun Chunder Sirkar v. Laidlay • . • 

Gogun Prainanick v. Surnoiuoyee . . . • 

Gokalbhai Mulchand v, Jhaver Chaturbhuj • 

Gokal Singh v. Mannu Lai . • . . • 

Gokhla Nund Lalljee Sahoo .... 
Gokhul Cluing ChaltVrjee v. Mosahroo Kandoo 
Gokool Dass v. Gungeshur Singh . • • 

Gokool Kishon Sen w. Isaur Chunder Roy 
Gokool Kristo Sen v. David .... 
Gokool Pershad v, Etwari Mahto . • 

- V, Rajendur Kishore Singh . 

Gokool Pershad Diacheet v, Brojoinonee Debia 
Gukoolium Deb v. Ramsoondur Surmah . . 

Gokul Chunder v. Bureek Begum . • . 

Gokuldas v. Ganeshlal • . • • • 

Gokul Dass Gopal Daas v, Murli ... • 

Gokuldasa v, Kriparam 

Goknlpershad v. Rughonath .... 
Golabchand Hahoo v» Prosunno Kumari Debya 
Golab Chand Nowluckha v. Jeebuu Coomaree Bibee 

Golab Koonwar v. Collector of Benares . • 

Golab Koonwer v, Shib Sahai • • • • 

Golabolee v. Kootooboollah Sircar ... 
Golaboo V. Ramdyal Singh . . . • 

Golab Singh v, Cheda Singh .... 

V, Rao Kurun Singh 

Golack Chandra Chowdhry Ali Mollah 
Golakram Deb v. Brindabau Deb 
Golam V, Wajida Bibi . . • 

Golam Abed v, Toolseeram Bera 

Golam Ahea v. Digumbur Singh 
Golam Ahmed v. Sham Soondur Roy 
Golam Ahmed Shah v, Behary Lai 
Golam Ahyah v. Sham Soonder Koonwaree 
Golam Ali Gopal Lall Tagore 

— — ■ — ■ V. Gopal Lall Thakoor 


low. R., 60 ... 327 


6 Mad., 86 . . . . 3771, 3772 . 


1 Hyde, 196 ... 

I. L. R., 7 All., 152 . 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 1022 : 9 i 
W. R., 514. 3 

1 C. L. K., 241 . 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 498 . 

12 C. L. R., 639 . 

20 W. R., 235 .. . 

1. L. R.. 7Calc., 616;9C.L.*) 

R., 257. ) 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 247 ; 7 C. L. 1 
R., 74. j 

5 C. L. R., 189 . 

19 W. R., Cr., 39 . 

8 Bom., A. C., 01 . 

1. L. R., 7 All., 772 . 

21 W. K., 11 . . . 

21 W. R., 6 

3 N. W., 164 .. . 

18 W. R., 12 . . . 

23 W. R., 443 . 

20 W. B.. 138 . 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 4 . 

24W. R., 259 . 

9W. R.,292 
Marsh., 344 : 2 Hay, 325 
1. L. R , 4 Bom., 416 . 

1. L. R., 3 Calc., 602 :2C.L.^ 
R., 156. j 

13 B. L. R., 205 . 

3 Agra, 245 

11 B. L. R., 332 : 20 W. R., 8 
24W. R., 437 . 

7W. B., P. C., 47: 4 Moore’s) 
I. A., 246. 

2 Agra, 54 . . . | 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 627 . 

8W. R., 304 

3 Agra, 135 .... 
10 B. L. R., 1 : 14 Moore’s I. ■; 

A., 176, 187. , J 

8 B. L. R., 628, note . 

6 B. L. R., 166 : 14 W. R.. 265 
7N. W., 188 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 861 : 12 C. 1 
L. R., 411. J 

W. R., 1864, 225 . 

6 W. R., Act X, 9 . 

Marsh., 239 : 1 Hay, 600 

7 W. R., 375 .. . 

1 W. R., 66 . . . 

9W. R., 65 


6200 

6665 

827, 2860 

2933 

2933 

6613 

1095 

1073 

1803 

38.30 

6149 

3380 

4560 

570 

5696 

827,2860 

1167 

4181 

4254, 4261 
636 
6171 
896 

4409. 6253 
5586 

1076, 1096 
2708, 4029 
3898, 4995 
5627 
2253 
1355 

2001 

2291, 2303 
2484 
539 
6122 
6224 

2209, 2301 
4155, 4885 
6627 
3724 
3871 


613S 

6074 

1196,2704 

3447 

4147 

3018,4148 



6428 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case, 


Golam Ali v. Kali Krislina Tbakur • • 

■— V, Kally Kisben Tbakoor . 

V. Mabomed Zabur Alum • 

■ - V, Sowlutoonissa Bibee . . , 

Golam Ali Cbowdbry v. Bbosai 

'■ w. Futtick Cbiinder • 

■ V, Gopal Lall Tagore 

Golam Ali Khan v. Agurjeet Roy . . • 

— V. Imam Ali Khan . 

Golam Ali Mundul v, Golap Soondery Dossee 
Golam Ally v. Gopal Lall Tbakoor . . • 

Golam Arab v. Curreembux Shaikjee . 

Golam Arfin. In the matter of ... 
Golam Asgar v, Lakbimani Debi 

Golam Ashgar v. 

Golam Ayhya tK Joy Mungul Singh 

Golam Chunder Dey v. Nuddiar Chand Adbeekaree 

Golam Dustagir Khan v, Jogai Singh . • 

Golamee v. Paelan 

Golamee Gopee Ghose v. Juggessur Ghose* . 

Golam Esba v. Hurrisb Chunder Mookeijee 
Golam Gbous v. Fureed Alum . . . , 

Golam GufFoor v. Ekram Hossein Cbowdbry 

Golam Hossein v, Alla Rukbee Beebee . • 

V. Ram Doyal Gliose 
Golami Sahu v. Chatter Bhooj Patiick 
Golam Jelanee Cbowdbry v. Nuleet Chunder Singh 
Golam Jilani v. Imdad Husain 
Golam Kbejur v. Erskine & Co. 

Golam Koodsee Cbowdbry v. Jokooruunissa Kbatoon 
— - V, Rasbu Chunder GLose 



Column 

Volume and Page. 

of 

Digest. 

I. L. R;, 7 Calc., 479 : 8 C. 

L. R., 517. 

3017 

12B.L. R., 107: 18 W. R.,1 
299. ) 

4636 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 76 

2854 

W. R., 1864, 242 

3670 

26W. R.,227 . 

3025 

low. R., 460 . 

4399 

9 W. R., 401 .. . 

39 

17W. R.,343 . 

3712 

2 Agra, 224 

1. L. R., 8 Calc., 612: 10 C. ^ 

365 

6195 

L. R., 499. > 

9 W. R., 65 . . . 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 294: 4 C.) 

1663 

5241 

L. R , 477. 3 

4 B. L. R., Ap.; 47 

6068 

6B. L. R., 68 : 13 W. R., 273 

815, 6448 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 24 . • 

3495 

13 W. B., 435 .. . 

4201, 4554 

16 W. R., 1 

576 

1 B. L. R., S. N„ 3: 10 W.7 
R., 86. 3 

4003 

18 W. R., 298 .. . 

3 W. R., 193 .. . 

W. R , 1864, Mis., 29 . 

1 Agra, 246 • 

10 W. R., 358 . . . 

3N. W., 62 : Agra, F. B., > 

518,3236 

2437 

6124 

2916 

4344, 5822 

5242 

Ed. 1874, 248. 3 

32 W. K., 152 . 

2775 

3C. L. R.,261 . 

3475 

IIW. R., 503 . 

1452 

I. L. R., 4 All., 357 

6120 

11 W. R., 445 .. . 

38(X) 

19W. R.. 238 . 

2023 

Marsh., 323 ... 

66 


Golam Lall v, Beni Prosad .... 

Golam Mabomed Akbur v, Radba Kisben Mobunt 
Golam Mahomed Shaba v. Mookta Kesbee Debee 

— — V, Sbaroda Pershad Mullick 

Golam Mostofa v. Goburdbun Mulla . 

Golam Mukdoom v, Hafeezoonissa 

Golam Mustafa Khan v, Sbeo Soonduree Burmonee 

Golam Nabi v. Biswan atb Kar • • . . 

Golam Narotam v. Secretary of State for India 
Golam Panja v, Hurrisb Chunder Ghose 
Golam Rahman v. Fatima Bibi . . • . 

Golam Reza Cbowdbry v. Chandoo Meab Lusbkur 
Golam Russool v. Abdool Ruheem 
Golam Russool Khan v, Kisben Mobun Shaba 
Golam Sobban v, Muddun Mobun Paul . • 

Golam Yabeya v, Sbama Sundari Kuari 


I. L. R., 5 Calc., 
R., 29. 

27:4 C. LJ 

1684 

9 W. R.. 287 



4933 

7 W. R.. 161 



1436 

19 W. R., 91 



4891 

8 C. L. R., 441 



4765 

7 W. R., 489 



3697, 5769 

10 W. R., 187 



4033 

16 W. R.. 304 



2350 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 85 : 
R., 9. 

12 W. j 

3403 

I. L. R , 8 Bom., 696 


605 

17 W. R.. 552 

, 


5188 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 232 


648, 6088 

15 W. R.. 45 

• 


6001 

16 W. R., 19 

• 


471* 

23 W. R., 156 

• 

• • 

808 

18 W. R., 267 

• 

• ^ 

4236 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 134 : 

12 W.) 

448 

R., 142. 


j 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6429 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Golam Yassin v. Official Trustee of Bengal 

Golap Chand Marwaree v. Mohokuom Kooaree . ^ 

Golap Chand Nowluckha v. Krishto Chunder Dass*^ 
Biswas. 3 

Golap Coomary Dassee v, Sundur Narain Deo. In the 
matter of. i 

Golaum Moharaed v. Calcutta Club .... 
Golaupmonee Dossee v, Prosonomoye Dossee 
Golla Chinna Guruvuppa Naidu v. Kali Appiah Naidu . 
Golla Nagabhu Shanam v, Kanakala Gangayya . 
Goloke Chunder Cbowdhry v. Magistrate of Chittagong 
Goloke Chunder Chuckerbutty v. Kallee Kiukur Chuck- 1 
erbutty. i 

Golokemoney Dahia v. Mohesh Chunder Mosa . ^ 

Goloke Nath Sen Biswas v. Ram Kant Dey Sircar . 
Goluckbur v. Bishonath Geeree .... 

Goluck Chandra Mytee v. Harapriah Debi • • . 

Goluck Chandra Pal v. Kali Charan De . . . 

Goluck Chunder v. Ram Huree .... 
Goluck Chunder Bose v. Ohilla Dayeo • 

1 ;. Rughoonath Sree Chunder) 

Roy. ^ j 

Srecmurd Rajeshurree Bid- ) 

diadhur Soondeah Nurrendur. j 


I. L. R., 8 Calc., 887 . 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 314 ; 2 C. 
L. R., 412, note. 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 314 . 

4 C. L. IL, 36 . . 

Cor., 67 . . . 

11 B. L. R., 373 . 

4 Mad., 434 • • 

2 Mad., 28 . • 

26 W. R., Cr., 15 

1 W. R., 164 

I.L. R.,3 Calc., 547: 1 C. L. 
R., U9. 

3 C. L. R., 444 . 

Marsh., 32 . 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 659 . 

I. L R., 13 Calc., 175 . 

23 W. R., 104 
25 W. R.. 100 

IIB. L. R., 337, note: 17 W. 
R., 444. 

W. R., 1864, 135 


3 

( 

I 


1 

i 


Column 

of 

Digeet. 


6057 

1771, 1773 
5834 
568, 3149 
3155 

770 

4532 

4337 

4820, 4828 
4326 

137, 1003 
6268 

674 

657 

759 

786 

4362, 4490 
1435 
2429 

2252 

1811 


Goluck Chunder Cbowdhry v. Ali Mollah . • 

— V, Kanto Pershad Hazaree . 

— ■ - ■ ■■ ■— V, Tarinee Churn Chuck- 

erbutty. 3 

Goluck Chunder Chuckerbutty o. Teeluck Chunder Shah 
Goluck Chunder Doss v, Gopal Kishen Son 
Goluck Chunder Dutt v. Anunt Kishore Gossain 

- '■■■ — V, Court of Wards • • • 

- V. Meah Raja Mijee . • 

— V. Mohun Loll Sookul • 

Goluck Chunder Gooho v. Mohim Chunder Ghose 
Goluck Chunder Kool v. Dookhee Ram 

Goluck Chunder Kur. In re . . . . • 

Goluck Chunder Masanta v. Nundo Coomar Roy . ^ 

Goluck Chunder Mussunt v, Gunga Narain Mussunt 
Goluck Chunder Mytee. In the matter of • • 

— V, Parbutty Churn Doss « 

Goluck Chunder Paul v. Mahomed Robim . 

Goluck Chunder Roy v. Juggernath Roy Cbowdhry J 

— — Mohun Bose . 

Goluck Chunder Sein v. Collector of Backergunge 
Goluck Chunder Sen v, Puresh Mahomed 
Goluck Chunder Sircar v. Ishan Chunder Deb 
Goluck Kishore Acharjee v, Kesha Majhee . • • 

Goluck Kishore Acharjee Cbowdhry v, Nund Mohun ) 
Dey Sircar. j 

Goluckroonee Dabea v. Assimoodeen « • * • 

Nabungo Moonjuree Dabea 


11 W; R., 378 

• 



4460 

15 W. R., 317 

• 



4586 

4W.R.,49 . 

• 



5282 

2 Hay, 49 . 

m 



1171 

W. R., 1864, 250 . 



1458 

26 W. R., 38 

• 



4902' 

10 W. R, 127 

• 



5779 

17 W. R., 119 

• 



580 

5 W. R.. 271 




4016, 4529 

13 W. R., 95 




2602 

12 W. R., 209 




1759 

6 W. R., Mis., 

29 



3880 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 

699 

: 3 C. > 

4478, 6005 

L. R., 450. 



] 


20 W. R., Ill 

: 18 

W. 

R., Ill 

1487 

11 W. R., Cr.. 

9 . 


* • 

4493 

15 W. R., 167 



• • 

3 

9 W. R., 316 



• « 

2199, 2516 

Marsh., 146 : 

W. 

R., 

F. B.. > 

2972 

47 : 1 Hay, 346. 


i 

17 W. B., Cr., 

33 


• 

4485 

2 W. B., 139 




1719 

25 W. H., 284 



• 

4905 

23 W. B., 437 



• • 

6095 

16 W. B., 23 



• • 

3806 

12 W. E., 394 



• • 

1810, 4791 

1 W. B., 66 



« • 

4589 

W. B., F. B., 

L4 ' 


• 

3984 



6430 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Goluckmonee Debia v, Rammonee Bose 

" ' ■ — V. Ram Soondur Chuckerbutty 

• Goluok Monee Dossee v. Huro Chunder Ghoso 
Goluck Narain Dutt v, Bisto Prea Dossee . 

Golucknath Dutt v, Seetaram Gower . • 

Goluckuatb Ghose v. Sreenath Boao • . • 

Goluck Rana v. Nubo Soonduree Dossee 

Goluk Chunder Mahinta v, Surbomangala Dabi • 

Goluk Chundra Dass tK Bhagmut Dass . • 

Goluknath Misser v. Lalla Prem Lai . • • 

Gomain Sircar v. Prannath Goopto 
Goma Mahad Patil v. Gokaldas Khimji • • 

Gomanee Lall v. Jeewun Ram .... 
Gomes v. Carter ...... 

Gomez v. Yoang • . ... 

Gonda V. Pyari Doss Gossain .... 
Gouda Kooer v. Oodey Singh .... 
Goneah Chunder Pal v. Shodanund Surma . 

Gonesh Chunder Roy v. Nil Komul Roy . • 

GonesK Doss v, Gondour Koorim • • 

Gonesh Junonee Debia v. Biresbur Dhul . • 

Gonesh Lall v. Sheo Golam Singh . • • 

Gonesh Paiidey v. Dabee Doyal Singh 
Goneshpershad v. Saligram .... 
Goodrich v. Venkanna . . • • • 

“ Good Success.” In the matter of the . 

Goodur Sahoy v. Dhunessiir ICoer . 

Goodur Suhaye v. Achebur Lall • • 

Googlee Sahoo v, Prem Lall Sahoo . . • 

Goolabee t). Ramtahal Rai .... 
Goolam Hoosein Noor Mahomed v, Fatmabai 
Gooljehan v, Bunno ..... 
Goolzar Khan, fn the matter of , . . 

Gooman Singh v. Makhun Singh 

V. Tripool Singh 

Goonath Mundle v, Troylocko Chuckerbutty 
Goonjessur Koonwar v, Luchmee Narain Singh . 
Goonomonee Debia v. Ram Komul Sandle . 

Goono Monee Dossee v. Bhabosoonduree Dossee • 

— ^ Burrodakant Roy 

Goonomonee Dossia v» Parbutty Dossia • 

Goopee Kissen Gossain. In the matter of . • 

Goope Nath Dutt v. Preo Nath Sircar 
Goorbin Bhagat v, Fureed Alum • • • 

Goor Buksh v, Choonnoo Lall .... 
Goop Chunder Puteetundo v, Joogul Chunder ai 
Shama Churn Ghose. 

Goordass v, Manohur Dass .... 
Goordial v, Rarndut . . . • • 

Goordyal v, Hunskoonwer .... 
Goordyal Roy v» Deka Noonya .... 
Gooroochurn Bose v. Bykuut Nath Acharjee 


Volume and Page. 


12 W. R., 21 
9 W. R., S2 

8 W. R., 62 

I W. R., 140 

W. R., F. B., 53 : 1 Ind 
0. S.. 66 : 1 Hay, 878 

24 W. R., 209 

21 W. R , 344 

1. L. R., 6 Calc., 711 
L. R., 189. 

II C. L. R., 106 . 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 307 

1 W. R., 14 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 74 

2 Agra, 33 . 

1 Ind. Jiir., N. S., 411 

2 B. L. R.. 0. C., 165 
W. R., O. C., 1. 

13 W. R.. Cr., 19 
14B. L. R., 159 . 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 138 . 
2 W. R., 264 
I. L. R., 9 Calc., 147; 1 
L. R., 418. 

25 W. R., 176 . 

5 C. L. R., 211 . 

5 C. L. R., 36 . 

6 N. W., 278 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 104 
1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 303 

7 C. L. R., 117 . 

13 W. R., 120 . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 148 

1 N. W., 191 : Ed. 1873 
I. L. R., 8 Bom., 391 

1 Agra, 252 

9 W. R., Cr., 30 . 

2 N. W., 145 

8 W. R., 437 

9 W. R., Cr., 15 . 

20 W. R., 418 . 

17 W. R., 144 . 

18 W. R., 258 . 

18 W. R., 191 

10 W. R., 326 . 

24 W. R., Cr., 79 
6 W. R., Act X, 7 

3 Agra, 401 

1 Agra, Rev., 70 • 

1 W. R., 80 

2 Agra. 269 

Agra, F. B., 15 : Ed. 18 
2 Agra, 176 

22 W. R., 446 

5 W. R., Mis., 38 


« • 

Columu 

of 

Digest 

1737 

• • 

3919 


5351 


230 

.Tur,^ 

3144, 4338 


4213 

, 

3020 

8C.j 

1905 


479 

, 

3929 

, 

2085 

, 

1385, 1932 


4595 

. 

2602 

: 12^ 

) 

5824 


3738 


48 


4001 


2300 

12 C.-^ 

) 

3355 

2349 


3319 


2397 


1136 


1699 

• 

• 637 

, 

328, 1895 


5132 

275 . 

4271, 6726 
6779 
1716 


1200, 2091 


4902 


6552 


1489 


3711 


973 


438 


80, 4101 


93 

, 

4205 

• 

244, 3990 

* 

604 


544 


1607 


631 

, 

351 


4565 

% 11* 
t « 

2992, 6182 

3991 


681, 5130 


1450 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6481 



Gooroo Churn Coomar v, Khetter Mohun Roy 
Gooroo Churn Dey v, Ramdhone Paul 
Gooroo Churn Goon v, Gungagobind Chatterjee 
Gooroo Churn Mullick v. Ram Dutt . 

Gooroo Churn Nag v. Gobind Chunder Gooho 
Gooroo Churn Poddar v. Hafceza Bibee 
Gooroochurn Sein v. Oojulmonee Chowdhrain 

V. Radhanauth Sein 

Gooroo Churn Sircar v, Brijanath Dhur 

' V, Goluckmonee Dossee 

• V. Kylash Chunder Sircar 

Gooroo Churn Soor v, Sree Churn Ghose 
Gooroo Dass Dan v. Kooshoom Koomaree Dossee 
Gooroo Dass Roy. In the matter of the petition 
Gooroo Doss Akhoolee v. Poran Mundul 
Gooroodoss Bhuttachai’joe. In the mattei! of 
Gooroodoss Dutt v, Dwarkanath Manna • 

V. Uma Churn Roy . • 

Wooma Churn Roy • 

(Gooroodoss Ghose v. Sristeedhur Dey • 

Gooroo Doss Mundul v. Durbaree • . • 

Gooroo T)oss Itoy. In the matter of . • 

, y. Auund Moyee Debia. 

■ o.Bunsbeedhur Sein . • 

V, Collector of Purreedporo 

V, Bishtoo Churn Bhuttacharjee 


^ V. Gholam Mowlah • • • « 

V. Greedhur Sein . . • . . • 

V. Huronath Roy • . • • 

'' ^ ■ ■■“ V, - ' • • • • 

■' V. . • • • 

Issur Chunder Bose » • 

V, Punchanun Bose .... 

V. Ram Narain Mitter . • | 

V. Ramrunginee Dossee • • 

»■ ' ■ ■ — V. Ram Runginee Dossia • . • 

— — '■ " V, Sonamonee Dossia . • . 

Gooroo Doyal Singh v. Durbaree Lall Tewaree . • 

Gooroo Dutt V, Sooroo ...... 

Gooroo Dyal Chuckerbutty v, Keshub Bibee 
Gooroodyal Mundur G opal Singh . • • • 

Gooroodyal Singh. In the matter of the petition of 
Gooroogobindo Chowdhry v. Hureemadhub Roy . 

Goorooporsad Kboond v, Juggut Chunder . | 

Gooroo Persad Roy v, Juggobundoo Mozoomdar • 
Gooroopersaud Janah v, Bippropersaud Berrah . 
Gooroopersaud Sircar v. Philippe .... 
Gooroopershad Chuckerbutty v, Bani Nath Chuckerbutty 
Gooroo Pershad Dutt v. Sreenath Banerjee . . . 

Gooroo Pershad Mookerjee v. Kalee Pershad Mookerjee 
Gooroo Pershad Roy v, Bykunto Chunder Roy 


W. R., 1864, Act X, 79 

7 W. R., 28 ... 

8 W. R., 269 .. . 

2W. R., 43 

24 W R., 3te 
7 W. R., 366 ... 

3W.R.,J59 
7 Moore's I. A., 1 • 

24W. R., Ill . 

13 W. R., 188 .. . 

3 W. R., 43 . . . 

16 W. R., 308 .. . 

9 W. R.. 647 

18 W. R., Cr., 57 . . . I 

12 W. R., 363 .. . i 

IIW. R., 168 . 

6 W. R., Mis., 61 

22 W. R., 625 .. . 

13 W. R., 83 . . . 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 39 

6 W. R., Act X, 86 

18W. R.,407 
15W. R., 203 . 

16W. R.,61 

19 W. R., 170 : 20 W. R., 262 
B. L. R., Sup. Vol, 628 : 2') 

Ind. Jur., N. S., 112 : 7 W. ^ 
R., 186 ) 

Marsh., 24 : 1 Hay, 103 - 

11 W. R., 110 [ 

W. R., 1864, 61 . 

2W. R.,246 

7 W. R., 423 

22 W. R.,246 •. 

9 W. R., 337 . . . I 

B.L. R, Sup. Vol., 628: 2') 
Ind. Jur., N.S.,112: 7 W. H 
R., 186. ) I 

20 W. R., 64 . . . 

17 W. R., 136 .. . 

20 W. R., 345 .. . 

7W. R., 18 

16 W. R., 264 .. . 

20 W. R., 409 . 

24 W. R., 272 .. . 

9 W'. R., 333 • * - . 

Marsh., 398 : 2 Hay, 401 
3 W. R., P. C., 14 : 8 Moore's ) 
LA., 164, 165, 166. I 

W. R., F. B., 16: 1 Hay, 228 

Marsh., 292 : 2 Hay^ 162 
Marsh., 366 • 2 Hay, 461 . 

2 C. L. R., 216 . 

15 W. R., 314 .. . 

6 W. R., 121 . ... 

6 W. R., 82 . . . 


536 

372 

4104, 5280 
1360 
6257 

4129, 5633 
4246 
4641 
6036 
3367 
3853 
6288 
4822 
4737 
327 
4393 
4848 
2697 
3496 
6109 
1610 
286 

3842 

3843 
219 


271 

780, 6242 
6243 
6786 
4173 
6008 
• 3019 

6728 


696 

2(X3 

3246 

1777 

6003 

6612 

3840 

*4393 

2292, 2294 


2793, 4168 
4002 
3077 

1716, 6349 
4907 
4190 

4459, 4660 


6482 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Caee. 


Gooroo Pershad Roy v. Debee Pershad Tewaree . 

* ■ ' V. Nimaye Chand Pulshani • 

> - V. Ram Lochun Pauray 

Gooroo ProBiinno Banerjee v. Gugun Chunder Dutt 

— ' ■■ ■■ " - V. Stegopal Pal Chowdhry 

Gooroo Prosunno Singh v. Nil M^hub Singh 
Gooroo Swamy Perria Woodia Tmet v, Anga Mootoo 

Natchair, 

Gooroova Button v, Narrainaaawmy . 

Goor Pershad v. Nunda Singh .... 

> — — V, Sheodeen .... 

Goor Sahai v. Hur Sahai ..... 

Goor SuTuz Doss v. Ram Surun Bhukut 

Goosaeeu Sree Choundawalee Bahoojee v, Girdhareejee • 
Goosery Cotton Mills Company v. Steel . • 

Gooshaeen Teekumjee v, Pursotum Lalljee . 

Gopal V, MacNagthen • . • . . 

— V, Nanku ...... 

— V, Narayan bin Tukaji .... 

— V, Uchabal ...... 

Gopala V, Paramma . . . V • 

Gopala Appa Row. Ex parte .... 

Gopalaratnamayyar v, Bupala Narasimma Nayudu 
Gopalasami v. Chinnasami .... 

■ — — V. Sankara .... 

Gopalasami Pillai v. Chokalingam Pillai 
Gopalasawmy Mudelly v, Mukkee Gopalier . 

Gopala Setty v. Damodara Sctty . . 

Gopalayyan v, Raghupati Ayyan alias Aiyavayyan 

■ — ■ V. Raghupatiayyan alias Ayyavayyan 

Gopal Bnrnawar. In the matter of . . 

Gopal Chandra Biswas v. Ramjan Sirdar • 


Gopal Chandra Dey v, Pemu Bibi 

Gopal Chandra Lahiri v. Solomon 
Gopal Chandra Roy v. Nabin Chandra Bhandari . 
Gopal Chunder v, Jugut Indur Bunwaree Gobind . 
Gopal Chunder Mothoor Mohun Banerjee 

Gopal Chunder Chuckerbutty v. Oodoy Lall Dey , 

■ V. Uoodoy Lall Dey 

Gopal Chunder Daghoria v. Kenaram Daghoria • 
Gopal Chunder Ghose v. Dhurundhur Roy . 

. V. Raj Chunder Dutt 

V. Tincowree Mundul . 

Gopal Chunder Gooho v, Juggodumba Dossia 
.Gopal Chunder Hazrah v, Mohesh Chunder Banerjee 
Gopal Chunder Lahoory v, Roy Kishore Lahoory . 

Gopal Chunder Mitter v. Mohesh Chunder Boral . 


Gopal Chunder Mukerjee v. Juddoo Lall Mullick . 

Gopal Chunder Mundle. In the matter of . 

Gopal Chunder Nath Coondoo v, Haridas Chini . 
Gopal Chunder Roy v. Arman Shaikh 
— V, Brojendro Ooomar Roy 





Golamn 

Volume and Page. 



of 

Digest. 

6 W. R., 68 



2346 

3 W. R., Act X, 5 



538 

13 W. R., 241 . 



2063 

20 W. K., 383 . 



4267 

20 W. R., 99 



3007 

21 W. R., 84 

, 


4153 

6 W. B., P. C., 60 : 3 Moore’s 

I. A., 278. 

4658 

8 Mad., 13, note • 



2632 

1 Agra. 160 



6126 

4 N. W.. 137 



414, 6392 

3 Agra, 202 



1384 

6 W. R., 54 



2369 

3 Agra, 226 



2245 

2 Hyde, 238 . 



923 

3 Agra, 238 



2481 

I. L. R., 7 Calc.. 761 



1189 

I. L. R., 1 AIL, 624 



6710 

1 Bom., 31 . 



1751 

1. L. R., 3 AIL, 61 



6082 

I. L. R., 7 Ma3., 583 



3311 

L. R., 13 I A , 155 : L 

L. B., ) 

4657 

10 Mad., 73. 



I L. R., 4 Mad., 399 

• 


6237 

I L. R., 7 Mad., 458 



2331 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 418 



4716 

I. L. K., 4 Mad., 320 



2170 

7 Mad., 312 



3591 

4 Mad., 173 



3489 

3 Mad., 217 



6027 

7 Mad., 250 



2133 

3 B. L. R., A. Cr., 13 



4362, 4500 

6 B. L B., 194 : 13 W. 

R.,] 

6691 

275. 



1 B. L. E., A. C., 76 : 
E., 104. 

10 W.^ 

> 

838, 3326 

I. L. E., 13 Calc., 62 



3154, 5136 

3 B. L. E., Ap., 34 



6004 

8 W, E., 200 



837 

3 W. E.. Act X, 132 



1617 

12 W. E., 411 . 



1481.5173 

10 W. E., 115 . 



5326 

7 W. E., 35 



2298 

Marsh., 311 : 2 Hay, 188 


1201 

2 W. B., Mis., 9 . 



224 

19 W. E., 349 . 



6762 

10 W. E., 411 



1179, 4906 

21 W. B., 44 



6232 

16W. B., 467 



66 

. L. B., 9 Calc., 230: 

11 C, ) 

3241, 3355 

L. E., 363. 



3433 

I. L. E., 9 Calc., 778 : 
L. E., 146. 

13 

C.j 

6281 

10 C. L. E., 57 . 



261 

L. B., 11 Calc., 343 


, 

674. 2293 

6 W. E., 402 . 


, 

6708 

5 C. L. E., 338 . 

. 

. 

369 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6488 


Name of Case. 


Gopal Chunder Roy v. Brojo Behary Mitter 
V, Gooroo Dass Roy 

— V. Oodhub Chunder Mullick . 

Gopal Chunder Shaha v. Bhabo Tarinee Dossee . 

V, Madhub Chunder Shaha • 

■' ■ V. Sinaes .... 

Gopal Chunder Sircar v. Adhiraj Aftab Chand Mahtab 

• V. Kurnodhar Moochee 

Gopal Chunder Sirdar. In the matter of the petition of 

V, Foolmoni Bewa 
Gopal Dai v. Chunni Lall . 

Gopal Das v, Ali . 

V. Gopinath Sircar . 

V. Sectaram 
Than Singh . 

Gopal Doss V Doomee Chowdhry 
Gopal Govind v. Ganeshdas Tejmal 
Gopal Gurain v, Gurain . 

Gopal Hanmant v. Sakharam Govind 
Gopal Hanmant Deshka v, Hondo Kashinath 

Gopal Inder Narain Roy v, Jagarnath Gurg 

Gopaliyan v» Mabasangavastha Aiya • 

Gopal Jayachand v, Hargovind Khusbal 

Gopal Eashi v, Ramabai Saheb Patvardhan . 

Gopal Khundee Rao v. Deokee Nundun 

Gopal Kishen Sircar v. Ram Narain Koondoo 
Gopal Kishore Shoor v. Mudun Mohun Holdar 
Gopal Kisto Mookerjee v. Mudhoosoodun Paul Chowdhry 
Gopalkristna Sastri v, Ramayyangar .... 

Gopal Lall v. Mahomed Hadee 

Gopal Lall Bose v. Kaleeuath Mookerjee 

Gopal Lall Tagore v, Tilluck Chunder Rai . . ^ 

Gopal Lall Thakoor Kumur Ali ... . 

V, Mahomed Kadir 

• V. Teluk Chunder Rai . 

Gopal Mullick v. Onoop Chunder Roy • 

Gopal Mundul vl Nobo Kishen Mookerjee . 

Gopal Narain v. Trimbak Sadnshiv .... 
Gopal Narain alias Jugdeo Narain v, Gunga Fershad*^ 
Sahee. ) 

Gopal Narain Mozoomdar v, MuddomuttyGooptee 

Gopal Narhar Safray v. Hanmant Ganesh Safray 
Gopalnath v. Abdool Ghanee . • • 

Gopalnath Tewaree v, Bhooyah Oraiioo • 

Gopal Pal Chowdhry v. Tarinee Pershad GLose 
Gopal Pandey v, Parsotam Das . 

Gopal Paul Chowdiy v, Grish Chunder Pandey 



Column 

Volume and Page. 

of 

Digest. 

9 C. L. R., 293 . 

3177 

B- L. R., Sup. Vol., 764, note O 
7 W. R., 136. j 

1606,4745 

W. R., 1864, 166 . 

7 W. R.. 240 

21 W. R., 29 

8 W. R,, 4 . 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 743 

7 W. R., 349 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 728 : 11 C. 

L. R., 223. 

I. L.R., 8 Calc., 728: 11 C. 

6104 

5105 

1765 

3288 

693 

911,6658 

17 

17 

L. R., 223. 

I. L. R., 8 AU., 67 

5418 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 198 

688, 2211 
2575 

12 C. L. R., 38 . 

4996 

3 Agra, 268 

2574.4261 

I. L. U., 4 All., 184 

4467, 5267 

W. R., 1864, 226 . 

4820 

8 Bom., A. 0., 97 . 

3491 

7 W. R., 299 

2837 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 264 

2101,2850 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 328 

4985 

6W. R., P. C., 129: 2 Moore’s •) 
I. A., 311. ) 

5982 

5 Mad., 426 . 

3594 

6 Bom., A. U., 83 . 

4433 

12 Bom., 17. 

3224, 3860 
4277 

6 N. W., 172 

6752, 6772 
6785 

17 W. R., 175 . 

3:^92 

2 W. R., 188 

5328 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 82 . 

6081 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 236 . 

6668 

6 N. W., 73 . 

203 

5 W. R„ 89 . 

778 

3 W. R., P.C., 1: 10 Moore’s^ 
I. A., 183. 

1598 

6 W. R., Act X, 86 

1661 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 73 

1390, 5760 

7 Moore’s 1. A., 648 

4639 

11 W. R., 183 . 

8395 

6 W. R., Act X, 83 

1616, 1769 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 267 

4772 

19 W. R., 270 . 

2020 


88, 1945 

14B.L. R.,21 . 

2234, 4134 
2382, 3209 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 273 

2128, 2148 

1 Agra, 120 

4502,5984 

6 W. R., 137 

5595 

9 W. R., 89 . 

4864 

I. L. R., 6 All., 121 

6199 

14 W. R., 269 . 

8 



6434 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 

Gopal Fersbad v, Ramanoogra Singh .... 
Copal Prasad v, Nandarani . • . . | 

Gopal Ram v. Rangayyangar 

Gopal rao Ganesb v, Kishor Kalidas .... 
Gopalrav v, Trimbakrav ...... 

Gopalrav Myral. In re • • . . . 

Gopal Roy v, Tekaet Roy 

Gopal Safray v, Haumant Safray .... 

v ..... 

Gopal Sabi v, Ojoodhca Fersbad .... 
Gopal Saboo v» Guiiga Fersbad Sahoo . . . • 

Gopal Sahu Deo v, Joyram Tewary . . . ^ 

Gopal Shridhar Dikshit Patvardban v. Naro Vinayak ^ | 
Dib shit Patvardban. i | 

Gopal Singb t;. Court of Wards . . • . . 

— : Dhungazee ..... 

V, Dular Kuar ..... 

V, Jbakri Hai ..... 

— V, Kanbya Lall Sabebzada . . ^ 

V, Roy Bunwaree Lall Saboo • . , 

Gopal Singh Deb v. Gopal Chunder Chuckerbutty . , 

Gopal Singh Moorab v, Sunkuree Paharin . 

Gopal Sitaram Gune v. Desai ..... 
Gopal Surnokar Goyaram Sircar .... 
Gopalu V, Venkatadoss . . . . 

Gopal Yadavrav Kesbar v, Krisbnappa bin Mabadappa 
Gopanund Jha Lall a Gobind Fersbad . , 

Gopaul V, Ram Suroop Lall ..... 
Gopaul Chunder Chuckerbutty v. Nilmoney Mitter 
Gopaul Chunder Lahiry v, Solomon .... 

Gopaul Chunder Manna v, Gour Moneo Dossee 

Gopaul Doss V. Greedharee Doss .... 
Gopaul Lai Thakoor v, Budurooddcen . . 

Gopaul Mullick v, Anundo Chunder Chatterjoe . | 

Gopee Bullub Roy v, Goluck Prosbad . . . 

Gopee Bundboo Sbantra Mohapattur v, Kalee Pudo ) 
Banerjee. j 

Gopee Chand Setia v. Bboobun Mobun Sen 
Gopee Chunder Chuckerbutty v. Ram Komul Gbose 
Gopee Kisben Goshamee v, &iudabun Chunder Sircar f 
Chowdbry. ^ I 

Goopeekisben Gossain v. Hem Chunder Gossain • 

>■' ' V, ‘ — • • 

— — V, Ryland . • . • 


Gopeekisben Gossamy v, Tbakoordass Gossamy . ^ 

Gopee Kissen Gossamee v. Brindabun Chunder Sircar . 
Gopeekisto Gossamee v. Ram Comul Mistry 



8 W. R., 201 .. . 

IB. L. R., A. C.,192; low. 
R., 252. 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 114 . 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 527 . 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 698 . 

8 Bom., 0. C., 236 
8 W. R., 333 . . . 

I. L. R„ 3 Bom., 273 . | 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 107 . 

2 W. R., 47 . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 630 . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 620 : 9 C. L. 
R., 402. 

7 Bom., Ap., 24 . 

7 W. R., 430 

3 W. R., 206 

I. L. R., 2 All., 352 
I. L. R., 12 Calc , 37 . 

2B.L. R., Ap., 14: 11 W. 
K. 9. 

6C.’l.’r., 181 . 

7 W. R., 393 

23 W. R., 468 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 674 . 

13 W. R., 273 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 552 . 

7 Bom., A. C., 60 
12 W. R., 109 . 

1 Agra, Rev., 61 . • 

I. L, R., 10 Calc., 374 . 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 767 . 


110 

2773, 3052 

99Q9 

2105r6296 

6580 

6774 

2234, 2382 
4134 
6137 

3711.4298 

3916 

2690,3485 


6 W. R., 62 . . ( 

6 W, R., 13 • • • 

7 W. R., 28 ... 

14 B. L. H., 206, note : 61 W. ^ 

R., 363. > 

W. R., 1864, 135 . 

23 W. R., 338 . 

23 W. R.. 401 .. . 

W. R., 1864, 179 . 

12 W.R., P.O., 36: 13 Moore’s ) 

I. A., 37. j 

13 W. R,, 322 . 

16 W. R., 38 . . . 

9W. R., 279 . , { 

9W. R.. 662 

I.L. R., 8 Calc., 807 ; 10 C.\ 
L. R., 439. i 

19W. R.,41 
Marsh., 212 


5929 

2339 

. 991 

. 301,5791 

} 3398 

5475 
• 795 
1689 
3444 
6678 
3582 
3942 
4169 
1570 
4147 

3164,6136 
f 1499, 2197 
I 2515 
5583 
2994 


1169 
6176 
503, 606 
4255 
505 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6435 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pago. 


Coluum 

of 

Digest. 


Gopeekrist Gosain v. Gungapersaud Gosain 
Gopee Lall v. Bhugwan Doss • . • • 

Gopee Loll v. Chundraolee Buhoojee • 

Gopee Mohun Banerjee v, Sreekanto Bose . 

iTopee Mohun Mojoomdar v. Mackintosh 

Gopee Mohun Mozoomdar «. Hills 

Gopee Mohun lioy v, Ahdool Kajah Surgun Nacoda 

' ~ V. Protap Chunder Koy 

V. Sib Chunder Sen 
Gopee Mohun Thakoor v, Eadhanath 

Gopeenath Acharjee v, Achcha Bibee . 

Gopeenath Chowdhry v. Gooroodosa Surma • 
Gopeenath Dobey v. Roy Luchmeeput Singh 

Gopee Nath Doss v, Dyanidliee Soondura Mohapattur 
Gopeenath Ghose v. Kedarnath Chuckerbutty 
Gopeenath Jaunah Jctoo Mollah . . 

Gopee Nath Mookerjee v. Boddhumunt Mai • 
Gopeenath Mookerjee -y. Kally Doss Mullick . 

I Mundul . 

Gopeenath Mudduck. In the matter of • 
Gopeenath Naick v, Jodoo Ghose . • . 

Gopeenath Paul y. George .... 

Gopeenath Roy y. Gopeenath Chatterjco . • 

" y. Ramjoy . . . • 

Gopeenath Singh y. Anund Moyee Debia 
Gopee Ojha y. Huv Gobind Singh 
Gopee Sing y. Kisha Lall .... 

Gopee Thakooraee y. Sheo Scvuk Misser 
Gopi Cliand y. Sujan Kuar .... 

Gopikl’ishna Gossami y. Nilcomul Banerjee 
Gopi Mohun Dass v. Tincouri Gupta . 

Gopi Mohun Mullick v. Taramoni Chowdhrani 

Gopi Mohun Muzoomdar y. Hills. 

Gopiuath y. Kuldip Singh .... 

Gopi Nath Chatterjee y. Modhu Sudun Dey 

Gopi Nath Chobey y. Bhugwat Pershad 

Gopinath Shaba. In the matter of . 

Gopi Wasudev y. Markande Narayan Bhat . • 

Gorachand y. Gudadhur Chatterjee 
Gora Chand Dutt v, Lokonath Dutt • 

Gorachand Goswami v, Raghu Mandal 
Gorachand Misser y. Boykanto Narain Singh 

. Gora Chand Mustafi y. Madan Mohan Sikdar 

Gorachand Sirkar v. Raranarain Chowdhry 
Gorachund Chunder Bose y. Charroo Chunder Ghose 
Goraki Kahajiy. Nathu bin Appaji ^ 

Gordhandas Girdharbhai y. Prankor . * 


6 Moore’s I. A., 53 


475, 477 
2343 

12 W. R., 7 

, 

1434, 2346 

11 B. L. R., 391: 19 W. 

R.,1 

2134,2136 

12 : L.R., I. A., Sup. VoL, 

1311 

2245, 2737 

13 W. R., 103 . 


5707 

9 W. R., 395 


6829 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 789 . 


4961 

lind. Jur., N. S., 358 . 


1727 

11 W. R., 530 . 


5659 

1 W. R., 68 


6175 

5 W. R.. P. C., 72 


6234 

I.L.l{.,7Calc., 653: 9C.L.) 

6420 

R., 395. 


18 W. R., 472 . 


2242 

I. L. R., 3 Cald., 542: 1 

C.^ 

5470 

L. R., 349. 

> 

7 W. R., 485 


4458 

23 W. R.. 426 . 


5696 

18 W. R., 272 


1632, 2933 

25 W. R., 26 


288 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 225 . 


2195; 2608 

9 W. R., 476 


1655, 1660 

14 W. R., 7 


4433 

23 W. R., 42 


1680 

6 W. R., 7 


6739 

6 W. R., Mis., 106 


201, 3175 

14 W. R., 249 . 


1234 

8 W. R., 167 


1747, 1768 

12 W. R., 229 . 


6240 

25 W. R., 187 . 


6427 

5 N. W., 95 


1995 

I. L. R.. 8 All.. 646 


2283, 2183 

13 B. L. R., 461 : 22 W. R., 79 

2810 

1 C. L. R., 254 . 



I. L. R., 5 Calc.', 7 : 4 C. L. 

1440, 4096 

R., 3(19. 


6 C. L. R., 33 


1661 

1. L. R., 11 Calc., 666 . 


4854, 5510 

11 C. L. R., 61 . 


1179 

I. L. R.. 10 Calc., 697 . 


4S9, 3300 
4247, 5038 


6069 

1 0. L R., 141 . 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 30 

7 W. R., 470 

8 W. R., 334 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 121 : 12 

W.) 

1334 

5398 

a 662 

3201, 3378 

762 

R., 169. 

12 B. L. R., 261 : 20 W. 

i 

R.,^ 

5734 

421. 


13 B. L. R., 279, note : 11 W. 

5193. 6190 

R., 94. 


9 W. R., 687 


6241 

Bourke, 0. C., 3 : Cor., 93 

5712 

1 Bom., 136 • • 


3958 

6 Bom., A. C., 263 


3711 



€496 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and i’age. 


Gordhan Pema v, Kasandas Balmukundas 
Gordon v. Aboo Mahomed Khan 

■ V, Gopee Soonduree Dossee 

■ ■ V, Gordon .... 

* V. Gordon and DeSaran 


Gordon, Stuart, & Co. i?. Beejoy Gobind Chowdhry 

V, Executive Engineer of tlie 

Calcutta and J essore Boad r 
Division. 

■ ^ 1 . - r. Mohatab Chunder • 

- — V, Taylor . . . • 

V. Tikaituee Seobas Kowaree 

Goreeboollah Sirkar v. Boyd . . . . • 

Goree Monee Dossee v, Juggut Indro Narain Chowdry 
Goriboolla Gazee v. Gooroodoss Boy . . . • 

Goruppa bin Rachapim. In the matter of . 

Gosaien ^liva Kara v. Rugho Rai , . . • 

Gosain Rambharti Jagrupbharti v. Surajbharti Haribharti 

Gosain Tota Bam v, Rukiniballab . . . ^ 

Goshaien Jugoopooree v, Bisben Dyal Chund 
Goshain Girdhariji Durga Devi . . • • j 

Goshain Gobind Persbad v. Fatima . . ^ • 

Gosbain Jugroop Geer v, Cbingun Lai . • • 

Goshain Luchmun Pershad Pooree v, Pohoop Narain 7 
Pooree. * 

Gosmiah v. Taffuzzul Hossein ..... 
Gossain Dass Cbunder v. Issur Cbunder Nath • 
Gossaindoss Gbose v. Gooroodoss Chuckerbutty , . 

Gossain Doss Koondoo v. Siroo Koomaree Debia . * 

Gossain Dowlut Geer v. Bissessur Geer 

■ V. ■ " 

Gossain Dulmir Puri v. Tekait lletnarain . 

Gossain Gopal Dutt v. Court of Wards . . . 

Gossain Gunga Dutt Bharutee v, Dabee Dass Baboo 
Gossain Jhunmi Pooree v. Anund Moyee Dossee . 
Gossain Luchmee Narain Pooree v. Tekait Het Narain \ 
Singh. ) 

Gossain Money Puree v. Guru Pershad Singh 
Gossain Mungul Doss v. Boy Dhunput Singh 
Gossain Munraj Pooree v. Deen Doyal Lall 
Gossain Sheo Suhaye Geer v, Mohadeo Suhaye 
Gossain Umnr Narain Pooree v, Arurut Lall alias > 

Baboo Jan. j 

Gossami Sri 108 Sri Gridbariji Maharaj Tickait v, J 
Purushotum Gossami. i 

Gossie Doss v. Narain Doss . . • • • 

Gossyen Luchmee Narain Poori v. Bicram Singh . 

Gosto Behary Pal v, Johur Lall Pal • . . | 

Gosvami Shri Purushotamji Maharaj v, Bobb 

Goura v. Kekree Singh ...... 

Goura Chowdhrain v. Chummun Chowdhry 

Gourah Kocri ??. Gajadhur Pershad . . . ^ 

Gour Bebaree Ram Bhuggut v, Sheoruttun Koonwar . 


I. L. B.> B Bom., 179 

5 W. B., P. C., 68 

25 W. R., 53 . . . 

3 B. L. B., O. C., 100 . 

3 B. L. R., 0. C., 136 . 

3 B. L. B., Ap. 13 . • . 

8 W. R., 291 

7W. R.,426 

Marsh., 490: 2 Hay, 665 
W. B.,F.B.,9 . 

W. R., 1864, 370 . 

2W. R.,190 

11 Moore’s I. A., 1 
2 W. R., ActX,99 

1 Bom., 90 . « • 

2 Agra, 44 . 

I. L. R-., 6 Bom.. 682 . 

3B.L.R.,P. C.,34:12W.R.,^ 
P. C., 32 : 12 Moore’s 1. A., 77 ) 
2 Agra, 32 . 

I. L. R., 2 All., 119 . 

2 W. B., 5 . 

2 N. W., 46 

24 W. R., Cr., 30 . | 

4 B. L. B., Ap., 32 • • 

I. L. L., 3 Calc., 224 • 

16 W. R., 198 .. . 

12 B. L. R., 219 : 19 W. B., 192 
19W. R., 215 
22W.B.,207 

6C. L. R.,4G7 . 

21W. R., 418 
25W. B., 118 . 

3W. R., Mis., 9 . 

18W. B., 322 . 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 146 . 

25 W. R., 152 

20 W. B., 20 . . . 

6 W. B., 294 .. . 

7W.R., 301 

1. L. B., 10 Calc., 814 . 

W. R., 1664, 287 
4C. L. R..294 . 

I. L, R., 4 Calc., 836 : 4 C. L. > 
R., 164. j 

I. L. B., 8 Bom., 398 . 

4N. W.,60 
W. R., 1864, 340 . 

1. L. B., 5 Calc., 219 : 4 C. L. 1 
R., 398. j 

K)W. B., 243 . 


6, 2951 
3030 
2063 
143 
4631 
1724 
209 
4279 

2339, 4134 
4653, 4677 

4986 

350 

3237 

903, 4445 
4095, 4731 
6945 
486 

4478, 6006 
5243 

3368, 4173 
2244 
4911 

218, 4714 

3496 

4262, 4401 
209 


1936,2606 

5387 

4347 

4209 


889, 3096 


1105, 6011 
679 
2333 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


64,37 


Colama 

Name of Case, Volume and Page. of 

Digest. 


Gourchandra Rai v. Protab Chandra Dass . ► 

Gour Ch under Bhuttacharjee v, Sodoy Chunder Nundee 
Gour Chunder Biswas v. Chunder Coomar Roy 

• V. Greesh Chunder Biswas 

Gour Chunder Goopto v. Tara Monee 
Gour Chunder Puteedundee v. Clay • 

Gour Chunder Sen v. Mauick Ranoi 
Gour Chunder Thakoor. In the goods .of 
Gour Churn Soor v, Jugobundhoo Sen 

— V. Peary Lall Paul . 

Gour Churn Surma v. Jinnt Ali 
Gour Dyal Singh v. Hubeel Hossein . 

Gouree v, Oomrao Koonwar 
Gourec Byjnath Pershad v. Lochun Kooer 
Goureekant Bauerjee v, Goluck Chunder 

— V, Lall Mahomed Mollah 


Gouree Komul Bhuttacharjee v. Raj Kishen Nath 
■ ■ ■ ■ ' V. Raj Kristo Nath 

Gouree Lall Singh v. Joodhisteer Hajrah 
Gouree Narain Mozoomdar v, Modhosoodun Dutt 
Goureenath v. Collector of Monghyr . 

Gbureenath Mookerjee v. Modhoomonee Peshakur 
Goureenath Roy v. Ramgutty Chunder 
Gouree Pershad Koondoo v. Pranuath Surmah 
Gouree Siftgh v. Fuzl Hossein . 

Gouree Sunkur. In the matter of • 

Gouree Sunkur Roy v, Anund Mohun Moitro 
Gouree Sunkur Surmah v. Tirtho Monee 
Gouree Sunkur Tribedee v. Anian Ali Chowdhry 
Gour Gopaul Dutt v. Bissonath Ghoso 
Gour Hari Mai v. Amirunnessa Khatoon 

Gour Hari Sanyal v. Prem Nath Sanyal 

Gour Hureo Chowdhry v, Pran Huree Laha 
Gour Huree Doss v, Hyagrib Doss • • 

Gour Hurree Doss v, Mutteeoolah 

Gouri Kant Roy v. Giridhar Roy 
Gouriprosad Moitra v. Bhola Nath Sanyal • 

Gouri Sunker v, Maharaja of Bulrampore . 

Gourkishen Singh v* Sahay Fukeer Chund . 

Gour Kishore Chowdhry v. Mahomed HassimChoAvdhry 
Gour Kishore Chunder v, Bonomalee Chowdhry 
Gour Kishore Dutt v. Akbur 
Gour Kishore Dutt Chowdhry Qzeer Ali . 

Gour Kishore Shaha v, Chunder Kishore Dutt Mojooni- 
dar. 

Gour Lall Singh v» Mohesh Narain Ghose . • 

Gour Mohan Bandopadhya v, Tara Chand Bandopadh 3 'a j 


1. L. R., 6 Calc., 241: 6 C. L. 

R., 591. 

17W. R., 30 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 291 : lOC.L 
R.. 236. 

7 W. R., 120 

6 W. R., 217 

8 W. R., 256 

13 W. R., 76 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 229 . 

22 W. R., 4:17 
lo.B. L. R., Ap., 12 
lie. L. R., 166 . 

14 W. R., 83 

1 Agra, 149 

22 W. R., 102 . 

4 W. R., Act X, 49 

W. R., P. B., 70 : Marsh., 265 : 
2 Hay, 107. 

5 W. R.. 106 
14 W. R., 369 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 359: 25 W. 
R., 141. 

2 W. B., Act X, 1 
7W. R.,5 . 

18 W. R., 445 
12 W. R., 102 

10 W. R., 365 

15 W. R., 313 

11 W. R., 556 

9 R., 487 

12 W. R., 452 

21 W. R., 309 
Cor., 41 
11 C. L. R., 9 
I. L. R., 9 Calc., 738 : 12 

L. R., 395. 

23 W. R., 42 

14 W. R., 425 . 

1 W. R., 99 

4 B. t. J{., A. 0 ., 8; 12 
B., 450. 

8 C, L. B., 487 . 

1. L. E., 4 Calc., 839: L. 

6 I. A., 1. 

7 \V. E., 364 

10 W. B., 191 

22 W. E., 117 
22 W. E., 489 

24 W. K., 99 


«•] 


w/* 

> 


25 W. R., 45 

14 W. R.» 484 
3B. L. R., Ap., 17: 11 W.] 
R., 567. 


4619 
171, 876 

6477 

2359, 6276 
5345 

2837. 5650 
6240 
3088 
4280 
5915 
4808 
3005 
2313 
684 
5185 

907 

6303 

5303 

5332 

1766 

2338, 3665 
3566 
2987 
1646 
6244 
3918 
239 
4302 
1177 
8498 

4254, 5484 
1682 

4620 

771 

3770 

5080 

4829 

853 

*4222 

3815 

825 

9 

322 

629 

6121 

144, 2356 
1940, 3496 


10 B 2 



6488 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 



Gour Mohun Gbose v, Mohindro Nath Chatterjee 
Goar Mohun Majee v, Doolluhh Majee 
Goar Mohun Roy r. Anund Maiidul 

- — ■ V. Radha Romun Sin^h . 

Gour Mohun Shaha v. Gour Mohun Ghose . 

Gour Mohun Surmah v. Ju^^j^ernath Acharjee 
Gourmonee v. Huree Kisliore Roy 
Gour Monee Debea v. Krishna Cliunder Sannyal 
Gourmonee Debee v, Neelmadhub Gooho 
Gourmonee Debia v. Abdool Guimee . 

Gourmonee Dossec d. Jogutindrouarain 
Gour Monee Moorain v. Shun Kuree Paharinee Debia 
Gourmoney Debia v. Abdool Gunny . 

Gour Mookh Siiitrh v. Lalla Gour Sunkur . 

Gour Paroy v, Wooina Soonduree Dehia 
Gour Pershad Doss «>. Sookdeb Ram Deb 
Gour Pershad Lai v, Lalla Nund Lai 
Gour Pershad Mookeijee v, Kalce Pershad Mookerjee 
Gourpershad Naraiu Sheopershad Ram • 

Gour Pershad Surmah v. Anjub Ali . 

Gour Ram Chunder v. Sonatun Doss . • 

Gour Sahoy Singh v. Sheo Sahoj Singh 

Goursimull v, Dhansuk Das . • • 

Gour Soondur Paray t'. Kristo Kant Mahaton 
Gour Sum Dass. In ilie matter of the petition of 
Gour Surun Dass. In the matter of the petition of 
Gour Surun Dass Ram Surun Bliukut 
Gour Surun Doss Kan by a Singh . • 

Gour Surun Doss ik Scrondey • 

Goury Churn Mookerjee v, J ogeudroiiatb Mookerjee 
Gouse V, Sundara ..... 

Gouticre v, Charriol .... 

V. Robert ..... 

Goverdhan Siiiha n. Queen-Empress , 

Government v. Abdool Huq 
V. Anundee Kuoer 


V, Behari Lai I Brajabasi 

V. Choonee Lall 
V. Doulat 

V. Fergusson • • 

V. Gholam Mahomed . . 

v. Girdharee Lall . 

V. Gopsel Singh 

v, Grcedharee Lall Roy . 

V. Holasee Singh . 
iK klungessur Sein . 

V, Hushuratooniasa Bibee 
Jungli ’Beldar . 

V’. Kalika Miaser • 

V. Kangalee Muduk 
e. Karamut Khan . 


13 W. R., Cr., 78 
22 W. R., Cr.. 81 
22 W. R., 295 . 

21 W. R , 372 . 

6 W. R., Mis., 11 

14 W; R., 446 . 

10 W. R., 338 
I. L. R., 4 Calc., 397 
5 \V. R., Mia., 3 
10 Moore’s I. A., 69 

18 W. R., 319 . 

13W. R.,459 . . 

8 Moore’s I. A., 268 

1 W. R., Mis.. 11 

12 W. R., 472 . 

12W. R,279 

7 W. R.. 439 
5 W. R., 121 
5 W. R., 103 

24 W. R., 294 . 

25 W. R., 320 

15 W. R., 94 

7 B. L. R., 289, note : IG W. ] 

R., 10, note. J 

15W. R.,in8 

19 W. R., 305 

8 W..R., Cr., 83 . 

8 W. R., 253 

2 W. R., 237 

15W. R., 144 . 

W. R., 1864, 289 . 

1. L. R., 8 Mad., 394 . 

1 N. W., Pint 2, p. 32: Ed.) 

1873 91. ) 

2 N. W., 353 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 570 . 

3 Agra. Cr., 1 . . • 

10 W. R., Cr., 40 

4 13. L. R., F. B., 46: 12 W.] 

Ik, Cr., GO. i 

2 Agra, Cr., 1 . . * 

2 Agra, Cr., 3 . . * 

9 W, 11., 158 . . 1 


1 Agra, Cr., 33 

1 Agra, Cr., 24 
1 Agra, Cr., 21 

4 W. R., 13 

1 Agra, Cr., 17 • 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 11 

2 W. R., Act X, 106 
17 W. It., Cr., 7 . 

1 Agra, Cr., 3 
I8W. R..Cr,, 7 . 

1 Agra, Cr.,.l 


5579 

1268, 4491 
3074 
4 

3189 

3144 

1746, 1782 
1689 
3499 
4642 
194 L 
3403 
4639 
,5477 

1845, 4192 
1426, 4438 
306 
4316 
2084 
5132 
2955 
6287 

2578 

682 
275 
257 
413 * 
303 
4135 
• 5817 
3587 

393, 427 

37(i8 

1570 

1972 

4737 

4732 

4094 

460 

1763, 4281 
6128 

4490, 4494 
4600 

656, 6027 
18 

1671, 2286 
2301 

1223, 2762 
3629 
4936 
73 
1338 
6189 
4448 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


64.39 


Name of Case. 



Government v. Karimdad . 

— V. ICesree 

— V. Lalawun Singh • 

V. Lalji Sahii 

Lall Mohun Nanth 

V. Mahomed Buksh 

V, Monohur Deo • 

. V, MozufFer Khalifa 

V. Mudun Dass 

— V. Nowlia 

- V. Pokharun Singh 

V. Kadhay Singh . 

- — X). Kadhoochurn Ash 

liaj KisLen Singh 

«. 

V, Kamasawroy 

- X). Kam Chnrun Misv 

— 7j. Ulioop Narain Singh 

- D, Sham Soonder • 

— X) , Sreeputtee Boy 

Surjakant'Acharjia 

XU Tabira 

x), Thacoor Doss 

Government of Bengal. In re 


Government of Bombay. 


V 

In the matter of the petition of 
V, Akatoollah • 

XU Gokool Chunder Chowdhry 
XU Ilaneef Fakeer 
V. lleeva Lall Doss 
XU Jafur H ossein Khan 
XU Kazimuddin 
Mahaddi 

tu Parmoshnr Mullick 
XU Sheo Gholam Lalla 

X). Shurruffutoonissa 
V. Surwar Jan . 

X), Whittard 

Ex parte . 

V, Dadyaraa Basapa 

2;. Damodhar Parmanandas . 

V. Deaai Kullianrai Hakpo- 1 
mutrai. j 

V. Ganga . . . • 

n. Gasvami Shri Girdbarlalji 

V. Haribhai Monbhai • 

t>. Eanmalsingji Amarsingji < 
V Shidapa 
tu Suudarji Savram 


I. L. B., 6 Calc., 49G ; 7 C. 

L. R., 467. 

I'Agra, Cr., 37 
1 Agra, Or., 31 

1 B. L. R., S. N., 23 

2 Hay, 136 
1 Agra, Or., 23 

W. II., 1864, 39 

18 W. R., Cr., 21 
G W. R., Cr., 52 

1 Agra, Cr., 9 

7 W. R., 463- 
20 W. K., 117 
18 ^V. R., Cr., 3 

8 W. R., 343 

9 W. R.. 426 
5 W. R., Rec. Ref. 

2 Agra, 74 . 

2 W. R., 162 
1 Agra, Cr., 34 
17 W. R., Cr., 59 

17 W. R., Cr., 37 

7 W. R., 513 

I Agra, Cr., 13 
7 B. L. R., 244, note 
7 B. L. R., 250, note: 15W.> 

R., Cr., 60. ) 

9 B. L. R., 342 . 

15 W. R., Cr., 21 
24 W. R., Cr., 41 . 

23 W. K., Cr.. 50 

17 AV. R., Cr., 59 
5 Moore’s 1. A., 467 

18 W. R., Cr., 3 . 

I. L. R.. 5 Calc., 371 
T. L. R., 10 Calc., 1029 

24 W. R , Cr., 67 . 

3 W. R., P. C.y 31 : 8 Moor 
I. A., 225. 

18 W. R., Cr., 33 . 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 453 : 5 C. L. ] 
R., 307. ^ 

II Bom., 117 
1. L. R., 9 Bom., 478 

5 Bom., A. C., 202 

14 Moore’s I. A., 551 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 330 
9 Bom., 222 

12 Bom., Ap., 225 

9 Bom., 242 
I. L. R., 5 Bom , 405 
12 Bom., Ap., 275 


}re’s J 


1958, 3603 

2699 

5549 

1203 

2061 

4094, 4360 
1249, 1341 
2034 
4100 
1805 
5880 
5628 
5370 
5564 
640 

640, 1432 
712 
6212 

3376, 3438 
4094 
4500 

4007, 4435 
5166 
40 
715 
5947 

6947 

21, 5146 
5494‘ 
250. 6510 
252 

3604, 4854 
5103, 6501 
6151 

6160, 6163 
251 • 
2581 

3120, 3201 
3445 
21 

3812 

261 
, 390 
2877, 5690 

ms 

2064, 4503 

686 

4564 

2858.2959 
2969 
2798 

983 

2858. 2960 



6440 


TABLE OF CASKS IN THE DIOKST. 


Name of Oase. 


Government Pleader. In the matter of the petition of the 
Govinda v. Jesha Premaji . . ' . 

Govinda Babaji v, Naiku Joti . . . • . 

Govinda Chundra Sikdar v, Ayinuddin Sha Biswas 

Govinda Dass v, Dulall Dass . . . . | 

Govinda Muneya Tiruyan Bapu 
Govindan v, Kannaran . . • • . 

Govinda Nair v. Kesava .... 

Govindan Nambiar v. Krishnan Nambiar 
Govindannaj^ar. In the matter of the petition of . 
Govindan Pillai v. Chidambara Pillai . 

Govindappah i\ Kindappah Sastrulu . 

Govindappah v, Kyatadoo ..... 
Govindappa Nayak. In re . . . • 

Govindarajulu v. Lakshuman .... 
Govindas v. Dayabhai . . . . • 

Govind Bhaichand v. Kalnak .... 
Govind Chunder Addy v. Auloo Beebee 

Govind Chunder Goswami v, Rungunmoney 

Govind Hari Yalekar v. Bank of India 
Govindji Khiinji v. Lakhmidas Nathubhoy . 


Govind Lakshuman v. Narayan Moreshvar . 


Govind Nath Sandyal v, Nubo Coomar Baneijoe . 
Govindo Prosad Roy Cbowdhry v, Anund Chunder 
Cbowdhry. 

Govind Pershad v, Rarapurkash Singb 
Govind Purshotam Kolatkar v, Sub-Collector and 
Deputy Conservator of Forests of Colaba. 

Govind Ragunath v, Govind Jagoji . . 4 

Govind Ramchandra Gokhle v, Ahmed 

Govind Ram Marwary v, Mathoora Sabooya 

Govindrav Desbmukh v, Ragho Deshmukh 
Govind Shanbhog v, Appaya .... 
Govind Vaman v, Sakharam Ramchandra . 

Govind Vinayak Gadre v. Collector of Ratnagiri . 
Gowbur All Khan v. Ahmed Khan 

■ V, Sakheena Klianum 

Gowhur Hossein v. Ram Coomar Cbowdhry 
Gowra Bebee v, Kisseu Misser 
Gowra Coomaree v, Saroo Coomaree • 


Gowra Kumari v, Bengal Coal Company • 

. V. 

Gowree Boyjo Nath Pershad v, Jodha Singh 
Gowree Kumul Bhuttacharjee v, Surat Chunder Doas 
Biswas. 


! 

{ 

) 


Gowree Nath Sahoy Pukeer Chand 

Gowree Sunkur v, Bholee Pershad 

Gowri Koer v» Audh Koer 

Gowri Prosad Kundu v. Ram Ratan Sircar 

Goyamoney Surinee v, Mohesh Chunder Shaba 




Column 

Volame and Page. 


of 

Digest. 

7 Mad., 339 


252 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 73 

, 

3897, 4126 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 78 . 

, 

3776 

lie. L. R., 281 . 


3004 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 67: 13 C.l 

3612 

L. R., 408. 

5 

6 Mad., 200 


6672 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 351 


3757 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 81 


4950 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 146 


6083 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 224 


6524 

3 Mad., 99 . 


3366 

6 Mad., 131 


668 

6 Mad., 131 


668 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 36 


4629 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., .37 


3573 

I. L. R., 9 Rom., 22 


6077 

I. L. R., JO Bom., 592 


3440 

1 W. R., 49 


1744, 2930 

I. L. U., 6 Calc., 60: 6 C. L.l 

3464 

R., .345. 

3 

4 Bom., A. C., 164 


5460. 640S 

1. L. R., 4 Bom., 318 

, 

2212 

11 Bom., Ill 

1 

2032, 3133 
3469 

8 W. R., 206 


46 

4 C. L. R., 274 . 


1812 

8 W. R., 378 


897 

6 Bom., A. C., 188 


3022 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 600 

5 Bom., A. C., 133 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 339 

1 c.j 

6032 

6108 

2576 

L. R., 429 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 643 

1. L. R., 6 Bom., 246 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 42 

6 Bom., A. C., 101 

20 W. R., 214 

15 W. R., 607 . 

8 W. R., 481 

1 Ind. .].ur., N. S., 224 
19 W. R., 262. . 

5 B. L. R., G67, note 

i 

13, ) 

1840, 6099 
3606 

1718, 1910 
611 
3646 

298, 4139 
664 
3219 

3431. 6076 

6076 

W. R., 129. 


12 B L. R., 282, note 
W. R., 129. 

: 13 ^ 
1 

3118, 3431 

19 W. R., 416 . 


6438 

22 W. R., 408 . 


6382, 6153 

18 W. R., 347 


6470 

17 W. R., 211 . 


3904 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 1087 


6093 

I. L. R., 13Calc„169 . 


3264, 4040 

9 W. R., Cr., 1 . 


3742 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6441 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Goya Pershad Aubustee r. Tarinee Kant Lahoree 1 
Chowdbry. ) 

Graham v. Hille 

■ V, Ker, Dods & Co. ..... 

f), Lopez ....... 

Graham & Co. «7. Mervanji Nusaervanji 
Grant. In the matter of , . 

— — • V, Banfjsi Deo ..... ^ 

— V. Byjnath Tewaree . • . . . 

V. Modhoo Soodun Sin^h ..... 

V, Ram Tonoo Bhoomick . . . . . 

Grant, Smith & Co. v, Juggobundoo Shaw . . ^ 

V. Steel ..... 

Grasemann ©. Gardner ...... 

V. Littlepage ...... 

Gray v. Anundmohun Moitro ..... 

f). Chick ....... 

Great Eastern Hotel Co. Collector of Allahabad • 

• ■ V. Secretary of State for India . 

Great Indian Peninsula Railway Co. o. Nowroji Pestanji 

..... V, Radhakisan ) 

Khushnldas. ) 

Greaves v. Bbagvan Tulsi . • 

Greedharee Doss v, Nundkishore Dutt • . • 

■ " o. Nundkishore Doss . . ^ 

Greedhai’ee Singh o. Fooljburoe Kooer 
If. Indro Kooer .... 

— o. Pultoo Roy . . . . j 

•Greeja Bhoosun Mitter r;. Kishen Kishore Ghose . 
Greejanund Oopadhya Ruttee Raman Oopadhya 

Greeman Singh o. Wahari Lall Singh •. . J 


Greender Chunder Ghose v. Mackintosh 
Greene o. Delanney .... 
Green way v. Hogg .... 


Greenwood v. Holquette ..... ^ 

Greesh Chunder Bonnerjee v. Collins .... 
Greesh Chunder Chatterjee v, Mohesh Chunder Nya- *) 
lunkar. ) 

Greesh Chunder Chowdhry o. Bhugruttee Dabea Chow- 7 
dhranee. ) 

Greesh Chunder Chuckerbutty, In the matter of . 

Greesh Chunder Doss. In the matter of . 

Greesh Chunder Lahoory o. Asudoonissa Bebee 
Greesh Chunder Lahoree v, Kasheessuree Debia . • 

' o. Ram Lall Sircar • 

Greesh Chunder Pottar v. Lookhooda Moyee Dabee 
Greesh Chunder Roy o. Collector of Sylhet • 


23 W. R., 149 
10 Bom,, 60 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 4 • 

1 W. R., 141 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 639 . 

14 W. R.. 47 

6B. L. R.. 662: 15 W. R,, 
38. 

21 W. R., 279 . 

10 W. R., 79 

10 W. R., 83 

Bourke, A. 0. C., 17 : 2 
Hyde, 301. 

1 Ind. J ur., N. S., 60 . 

3 W. K., Rec. Ref., 2 . 

3 W. R., Reo. Ref., 1 
W. R., 1864, 108 . 

Cor., 136 . 

2 Agra, Ex. 0. C., 1 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S,, 219 . 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 390 . 

1. L. R., 5 Bom., 371 . 

4 Bom., A. C., 93 
Marsh., 573 ; 2 Hay, 633 

11 Moore’s I. A., 405 : 8 

W. R., P. C., 25. 

24 W. R., 173 . 

17W. R.,237 . 

Marsh., 37 . • • 

7 W. R., 221 

8 W. R., 136 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 12 : 9 C. L. 
R., 249. 

I. L. R., 4 dale., 897 ; 4 C. 
L. R.. 193. 

14 W. R., CY„ 27 . 

Bourke, A. O. C., Ill ; Cor., 

97 : 2 Hyde, 3. 

Bourke, A. 0. C., 139 

12 B. L. R., 42; 20 W. R., 
467. 

2 Hyde, 79 . 

10 W. R., 173 . 

1 Hay, 495 . 

15 W.R.,Cr., 36 . 

17 W. R., Cr., 38 . . . 

8 W. R., 333 
8 W. R., 26 

1 AV. R., 144 

1 W. R., 65 . 

7 W. R., 349 


596 

2621 

. 3656, 6776 

732 
6089 

2039 

1845 
. 6749* 

. 564, 5661 

4586,4603 

5295 

f 395, te2 
I 3669 

1356 
1992 
2672 

. 1677, 3027 
6019 
2618 

4699 

4690 

. 2248, 3262 

^ j 3262 

. 685, 1681 

3395 
67 
1916 
200 


3169, 6138 

1509 
131,1945 
6201, 6220 
888 

1127, 1129 
2805, 4069 
i 4140 


4103 

4505 

1138 

5929 

1770, 2080 
2146 
5484 
6088 



6442 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pago. 


Greesh Chunder Hoy v, Sumbhoo Chondcr Hoy • 
Greesh Chnnder Singh v, Gourmohun Banerjee . 

. V, Prankishen Bhutlacharjco 
Gregory v, Cochrane , , . • . 

V Dooley Chand , . . . • . 

- V, Dulsook Hoy 

V, Essuff Coon]CO . . . • 

— V. Gourdoss Shaha . • 

— 1 V, Juggnt Chunder Bannerjce . • 

V, Joychunder Bannerjee . . • 

Gridharee Singh v. Court of Wards . • • ' 

Gridhari Das Jagan Nath » . • . 

Gridhari Lall Hoy v. Government of Bengal . j 

V. Sundar Bibi . . - | 

Gridhari Lall Sahoo v. Gowrunbutty . . . | 

Gridhari Mondul. In the matter of the petition of j 

- Uchit Jha . . . . | 

Gridhari Singh v. Hurdeo Narain Sahu 
Gridhar Rancboddas v. Hakamcband Revachand . 

Grija Kant Lahory Chowdhry v, Hurish Chunder I 
Chowdhry, J 

Grijamonee v, Ishur Chunder • . . . . 

Grish Chandra v. Kashisauri Debi • . . . 

Grish Chandra Dutt v. Buzul-ul-Huq ... 

Grish Chandra Ghose v. Iswar Chandra Mookerjee ■ 

Grish Chandra Roy v. Prasanna Kumar China 
Grish Chandra Roy Chowdhry. Amina Khatun . * , 

Grish Chunder Banerjee v. Bhanoo Motee Choyvdhrain , 

V. Gunga Doorga . 

- ■ ' V. Heiiilota Debi 

Grish Chunder Chooramonee. In the matter of the pe- 
tition of. 

■ - ■ — V, Brojonath Bhuttacharjee 

Grish Chunder Chowdhry v. Kristo Soondur Sandyal 

Grish Chunder Chuckerbutty v, Biseswari Debia . j 

- V. Jibaneswari Dabia 

Grish Chnnder Das ». Brojo Jibun Bose 
Grish Chunder Ghose v. Kalee Tara . • 

V. Ramtonoo Biswas . 

Grish Chunder Guha v. Gour Chunder, Dass 
Grish Chunder Kur Kristo Chunder Ghose 
Grish Chunder Lahoory v. Koomaree Dabea 

Grish Chunder Lahoree v, Bhuggobutty Debia . 

■ V. Shama Churn Sandyal . 


6 W. R., P. C., 98 

7 W. R.. 49*. 

7 W. R., 157 

8 Moore’s I, A., 275 

14 W. E., 0. C., 17 . ‘ ^ 

Cor., 9 . . • • 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 241. . 

8 W. R., 490 
6 W. R., Mis., 17 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 80 • 

10 W. R., 368 .. . 

I. L. R., 3 All.. 115 
1 B. L. R., P. C., 44: 10 W. ( 
R., P. C., 31. i 

B. L. R., Sup. VoL, 496 : 6 1 
W. R., 187. > 

15 B. L. R., 264 : 23 W. R., ] 

3bi). ' 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 435 : 10 C.] 
L. R., 46. ) 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 435: 10 C.] 
L. R., 46, ) 

21 W. R., 263 .. . 

8 Bom., A. C., 75 . 

19 W. R., 114 .. . 


W. R., 1864, Cr., 2 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 145 . 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 68 : 11 

K. , 412. 

3 B. L. R., A. C.*, 337 : 
W. R., 226. 

4iil. L. R., O. C., 94 . 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 121 . 

11 W. R., 329 

25 W. R., 6(1 

11 C. L. U., 359 . 

20 W. R., 66 . . 

20 W. R., 66 • . 

14 W. K., 277 - 

I. L. U., 6 Calc., 243 : 1 

L. R., 420. 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 243 : 

L. R., 420. 

8 C. L. R., 4 

26 W. R., 395 
12’W. R., 449 

12 C. L. R., 161 . 

18 W. R., 123 . 

1 W. R., Mis.,23 

14 W. R., P. C., 7: 

Moore's I. A., 419. 

16 W. R„ 437 . 


2414 
881 
3143 
6804 
291, 011 
1761, 6228 
2705 
429 
32S3 
3132 
3468 
4934 
5839 

1671,2286 

2301 

183 


2571, 4d 90 
4494, 45; ;0 
6()39 


146,1628 

2631 

327 

.3479, 6173 
6343 
6196 


4868 

4757, 4758 
6377 


2102, 5446 
5307 

1587, 1626 
2718 
6703 

2237, 5611 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6443 


Name of Case. 


Grish Chunder Mitter. In the goods of . • 

V, Jhaku . • . ^ 

Grish Chunder Mookerjee v. Miller .... 

V. Ramessuree Dahee . 

Grish Chunder Mundul v. Doorga Doss 

Grish Chunder Nuudee. In the matter of the petition of 

Grish Chunder Roy v, Bhugwan Chunder Roy 


V. Boydonatb Dey 
V. Gobind Singh . 


Grish Chunder Sein v. Gudadhur Ghose . . 

Grish Chunder Sen v. Eastern I’engal Jute Manufac- ) 
turing Company. ( 

Grish Chunder Singh Anna Dassco 
Grob V. Palmer ..... 

Groom v. Wilson ..... 


Grose v, Amirtamayi Dasi , 

Gubboy V. Miller • • . . . 

Gubdoo Mull V. Iloolasoe . • . . 

Gudadhur Banerjee v. Government . 

Kanye Dekhooria 

^ ' ■■■■■ V, Kheltermohun Siirmah 

V. Monmohinee Dossea . 

■ y. Nund Lai Biswas 

V. Premomoyee Debia . 

■■ ' ' V. Tara Chund Banerjee 

Gudadhur Chatter jee v. Nundlall Mookerjee 

V, Rajkristo Roy 

Gudadhur Chowdry v, Sharaa Churn Mitter 
Gudadhur Dutt v, Shushee Monee Dossia 
Gudadhur Kamila v. Baidanath Jana . 

Gudadhur Koondoo v. Rainkoomar Bose 
Gudadhur Lall v. Ram Jhan Gunderco 
Gudadhur Paul Chowdhry v, Bhyrub Chunder Bhatta- ) 
charji. ) 

Gujadhur Pershad Narain Singh v, Jugdeo Narain 
Gudadhur Purshad Tewareo v. Sounder Koornaree 
Guddahi Ruthna Mudali^ar v, Kunnattur Arumuga'J 
Mudaliyar. ) 

Gudi Jauakayya Garu v. Garuda Reddi 
Gudri Lai v, Jagannath Ram 
Guduri Jagannadhnm v, Rapaka Ramanna . 

Guguu Chunder Ohuckerbutty v. Ajmul Ali 
Gugunfur Ali v, Mahomed Yaseen 
Gujadhur Pauree . v, Naik PaureS 
Gujadhur Pershad v. Abdoollah 

" — ' — - V. Kunhya Lall 

Gujadhur Pershad Narain Singh v. Saheb Roy 
Gujadhur Pershaud v, Narain Singh . 

Gujadhur Singh y. Nund Ram . • 

Gujar y. Barve • . . . . 



Column 

Volume and Pneo. 

of 


Di(^c8t. 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 483 : 7 C. 

L. R., 593. ) 

3086 

12 B. L. R., 488, note,; 17 1 
W. R., 352. > 

5305 

3 C. L. R., 17 . . • 

2076, 3854 

22W. R., 308 

4890 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 494 

5321, 6699 

26 W. R., Cr., 8 . 

4446 

13W.E., 191 . . 1 

1500, 1503 
4473 

W. R., 1864, 262 . 

6629 

17 W. R., 88 . . • 

5682 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 869 : 6 C. L ) 
R., 498. i 

1664 

low. R., 492 . 

662 

•17 W. R., 46..- 

6683 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., .895 . 

4071 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 539 . 

4526 

4 B. L. R., 0. C.. 1 : 12 W.] 
R., 0. C., 13. j 

48, 401 
696, 6022 
6186 

I. L. R., 6 C.alc., 833 : 7C. L. ) 

2640 

R., 29:9C. L. E., 385. 1 

2 Agra, 247 . . • 

1633 

6 W. R., 32G 

2034 

8 W. R., 191 .. • 

4166 

7 W. R., 460 .. . 

2980 

7 W. R , 366 

248,878 

3 W, R., Act X, 145 

1628 

10 W. R., 286 

307 

15 W. R., 3 . . . 

1749 

12 W. R., 406 .. . 

5932 

13 W. R., 73 . . . 

4285 

16 W. R., 8 

1145 

21 W. R., 7 ... 

4910 

24 W. R., Cr., 6 . 

4104 

6 W. R., 155 .. . 

6985 

low. R., 212 

3006 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 918 . 

1847 

10 W. R., 233 . 

5731, 6238 

6 Moore’s I. A., 201 

4644 

7 Mad., 189 ... 

1828 

1 Mad., 124 

2697,4947 

J. L. R., 8 All., 117 

2832 

7 Mad., 348 

4810 

11 W. R., 91 . . . 

6064) 

20 W. R., 334 . 

4783 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 528 . 

1484 

IIW. R., 220 . ' . 

3691 

3 Agra, 27 . 

4325 

19 W. R., 203 

4037 

5 W. R., Mis., 41 • 

2840 

1 Agra, 244 

62 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 673 . 

3175, 3460 



6444 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Cai/B. 


Gujendro Mohun Sbaha v. Eastern Bengal Railway Co. 

1 V— — — 

Gujendro Narain Boy. In the matter of . 

- — '■■■ — - V. Collector of Midnapore 

Gujerat Trading Company v, Trikamji Velji • 

Gujju Lall V. Fatteh Lall .... 

Gujmtill V. Chahee Kowar .... 

Gujraj Singh. In the matter of . . . 

• V. Bijai Singh .... 

Golabchand Manickchand v. Dhondi valad Bhau . 

Gulab Dai v. Jiwan Ram ..... 
Gulabdas Lakshman Narhar .... 
Gulabdas Jugjivandas v. Collector of Surat 
Gulabhai Mondaa v. Dayabhai Govardhandas 
'Gulabi Singh Rai Normal Chund . 

Gulab Narotam v. Secretary of State for India 
Gulab Rai v, Indar Singh .... 

V, Mangli Lai ..... 

V. .... 

Gulab Singh. In the matter of the petition of . 
V, Amar Singh .... 

* - ' ' V. Debi Prosad .... 

V, Lacbman Das 

" t>, Pemian . . . . 

Gulam AlU bin Kazi Ismail v. Aga Khan . 

Gulam Husen Mahamed v. Musa Miya Hamad Ali 

Gulam Hussain Saib v. Aji Ajam Tadallah Saib . 

Gulam Jafar v, Masludin .... 

Gulam Mohidin v. Collector of Ahmedabad 

Gulam Muhammad Sharif- ud-daulah. In re 

Gulam Rahumtulla Sahib Mahommod Akbar Sahib 

Gulawad Chandabhai v. Rahiintulla Jamalbhai 

Gule V, Maharanee Sreemutty .... 

Gulibai ® Jagannath Galvankar 

Gulzar Ali v, Fida Ali . . . . . 

Gulzari Lai v. Collector of Bareilly 

Gulzari Lai v. Jadaun Rai .... 

■ - — V. — — ■ ’ .... 

Gulzar Shah v, Mahtab Singh .... 

Guman Gallubhai v, Sorabji Barjorji 

Gumani v, Hardwar Pandey .... 

V, Ram Charan ..... 

'■ ■ V, Ram Padarath Lai .... 

Gumani Kazi v. Harihar Mookerjee . • . j 

i 

Gumna Dambershet v, Bhiku Hariba 

Gunamanee v, Haree Datta . . . . . 

Gunamani Dasi v, Prankishori Dasi . . | 

Gundam Venkataeami v. Ohinnam Purushottama 
Gunda Reddi Narayana Reddi v, Kristna Doss Bala ] 
Mukunda Doss. j 




Column 

Volamfl and Page. 


of 

Digest. 

17W. R.,240 


1062 

18 W. B., 145 

, 

6708 

11 W. R., 168 


6864 

23 W. R., 197 . 

, 

522 

3 Bom., 0. C., 45 . 


1094, 5H75 

1. L. E., 6 Calc., 171 : 6 C. 
L. R., 439. ) 

4963 

L. R., 2 I. A., 34 

• 

4649 

10 W. R., 355 . 

. 

4434 

6 N. W., 114 

. 

6781 

11 Bom., 64 


3545, 3546 
4265 

. I. L. R., 2 All., 318 . 

. 

753 

I. L. R., 3 Bom , 221 . 


3453, 3455 

I. L. E., 3 Eom., 186 . 


2760 

10 Bom., 61 


1502, 5682 

6 N. W., 342 


332, 633 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 696 . 


605 

I. L. R., 6 All., 54 


6203 

I. L. R., 6 All., 71 


6080 

I. L. R., 7 All., 42 

• 

189, 6949 

I. L. R., 6 All., 45 


6526 

1. L. R., 2 All., 287 


3240 

I. L. R., 6A11., 45 


5526 

I. L. R., 1 All., 748 . 


197 

T. L. R., 5 All., 342 


1904 

6 Bom., 0. C., 93. 


6242 

1. L. R., 8 Bom., 260 


237, 3154 
5137 

4Ma'l., 44 . 


3671, 3686 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 238 . 


3678 

12 Bom., A)>., 276 


2858, 2960 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 439 , 


6509 

8 Mad., 63 . 


3667 

4 Bom., A. C., 76 


849 

’15 W. K., 133 


3832 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 659 . 


2024 

I. L. R., 6 All., 24 


1712 

I. L. R., 1 Alb, 696 


4343 

I. L. R., 2 All., 63 


1244 

I. L. R., 2 All., 799 . 


6079 

2 Agra, 30 


2776 

1 Bom., 11 


1811 

I. L. R., 3 All., 698 


445 

1. L. R., 1 All., 655 


6816 

I. L. Rm 2 All., 838 


4886 

B. L. R.,Sup. Vol., 15: W. 
R., F. B., 116 : Marsh., 
527. 

1 

1438, 2975 
4161, 4169 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 125 , 

{ 

633, 3308 
3309, 3631 

18 W. R., Cr., 6 

. 

957 

6 B. L. R., 223 ; 13 W. R.,^ 
F. B., 69. > 

821, 849 

5 Mad., 466 . 

. 

1717, 6259 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 87 . 

* 

3586 



TABLE or CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6445 


Name of Case* 


Volume aud Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Gundo Anandrav Krishnarav Govind 


4 Bom., A. C., 55 


Gundo Mahadev v, Eambbat bin Bhaubbat 
Gundo Shiddheshvar v. Mardan Sabeb 

Gunee Biswas v. Sree Gopal Paul Chowdhry 

Gunee Mahomed v, Babaroollab k 
Guuesh Chunder Gangooly. In the matter of 
Gunesh Chunder Shah v. Ham Dhunee Dossee 

Gunesh Doss v, Gondour Koormi 
Gunesh Dutt v, Bulwunt Singh 
*■ — -- ' I V, Lall Muttee Kooer 


1 Bom., 39 
10 Bom., 419 

8 W. R., 395 

13 W. R., 240 . 

33W. R.. 456 • 

22 W. R., 283 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 147 : 12 
L. R., 418. 

14 W. R., 175 

17 W. R., 11 


Gunesh Dutt Singh v, Moheshur Singh . • 

— V, Mungreeram Chowdhry 

■ ' V. Munguy Ram Chowdhry - 

Guneahee v. Chotay Lai ..... 
Giineshee Lai v, Zaraut Ali . . • ^ . 

Gunesbee Lall v, Tekum Kooer .... 

Gunesh Kooer Oomdutoonnissa Begum • 

Gunesh Lall Tewaree v, Hindoo Bashinee 
Gunesh Persad v, Wilson .... 

Gunesh Pershad. In re . . . . • 

V. Jykishun .... 

Gunesh Ram Surmah v, Rohinee Dassee 
Gnnesbur Singh v, Doorga Dutt . 

Gunga Baee v, Hogg . . . . • 

Guilga Baksh v, Wali Baksh .... 
Gunga Bishen v. Ram Guti Rai 

Gungabishen Bhugut v, Roghoonath Ojha 

Gunga Bishen Chund v, Dhiraj Mahtab Chand Baha- 
dur. 

Gunga Bishen Sahu. In re . 

Gunga Bishun Tewarry Roy Mohun Lall Milter 
Gunga Churn Dhur v, Kulinga Pa Setee 
Gungadass Dey v, Ramjoy Dey 
Gunga Deen Luchmun Pershad 
Gunga Deen Chowdhi^ v, Hur Sahai Singh 
Gungadeen Misser v, Kheeroo Mundul 
Gunga Deen Rawut v, Modhoo Sudun 
Gungadhur Chattefjee v. Soorjo'Nauth Chatterjee 
Gungadhur Dass Rai v, Jagannath Prasad Gupta 

Gungadhur Roy v, Wooma Soonderee Dossee 

Gungadhur Sahoo. In the matter of the petition of 
Gungadhur Seal Raddamoney Dossee 
Gunga Dhur Shikdar v, Ayimuddin Shah Biswas 
Gungadhur Singh v. Bimola Dossee • • 

Gungadhur Sircar. In the matted of the petition of 
Gungadhur Sunnaputty t). Hera Loll Sedl . 

Gunga Din v. Khushali 


6 Moore’s I. A., 164 . 

19 W. R , 186 . 

21 W. R., 288 . 

3 N. W., 117 

2 N. W., 343 

5 N. W., 78 

6N.W.,77 . . I 

24 W. R., 85 . . . 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 86 
3N.W.,200 . . 

IN. W., 134: Ed. 1873,218 
14W. R., 236 . 

15 W. R., P. C., 37 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 124 
7N. W., 169 

0 A (Trfi 4iQ 

I. L. R., 7 Calc.,* 381:’*9C. ''i 
L. R., 34. j 

12 B. L. R.,506, note: 10 W.l 

R. , 224. 3 

6 B. L. R., 334, note 

W. R., 1864, 291 
12W. R., 422 . 

1. L. R., 12 Calc., 30 . 

1 N. W., 147 : Ed. 1873, 229 

3 Agra, 261 

14 B. L. R., 170: 22 W. R.,449 

3 Agra, 4 . . . . 

15 W. R., 446 . 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 375 . 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 672: 7 
W.R., 347: 2 Ind. Jnr.," 

S. , 120. 

22 W. R., Cr., 9 . 

6 Moore’s I. A., 209 
I. L. R., 8 Calc., 960 
5 W. B., Act X, 37 

23 W. R., Cr., 14 

Marsh., 60 • 

I. L. R., 7 All., 702 


533 


5039 

3523 


2781 

5495 

4631 

3004 

4150 

150 

5777 

446 



6446 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Gunga Doss Dutt v, Ramnarain Gliose 

Gungagobind Bose w. Dhuiinee 

Gunga Gobind Gooptoo v. Makhiin Lall Hattee . 

Gungagobind Mundul v, Ashootosh Dhur . 

• V, Bonoraalee Paul 

■' - — V. Collector of 24-Pergunnabs 

Gungagobind Roy v. Kala Chand Surma Gangooly 

Gunga Gobind Sen Gobind Cb under Dass 

Gunga Gobind Singh v, Joy Gopaul Panda • 
Gunga Gotti Pal v. Ram Sunder Dutt 
Gunga Hurry Dbobey v. Tripp 

Gyngahurry Nundee v, Ragbubram Nundec 

Gungamala Chowdhrain v. Madhub Chunder Roy 
Gungamonee v. Luteefoonissa Chowdhrain . 
Gungamonee Chowdrain i\ Gopal Chunder Roy 
Gunga Monoe Dossee Issur Chunder Shaba 
Gungamoyoe Dossee v, Shib Sunkur Bhuttacharjee 
Gunga Narain Behutta v. Collector of Midnapore 
Gunga Naraip Bose Cornell . . 

Gunga Narain Chatterjee v, Radhakrisbna Dutt . 
Gunga Narain Chowdlfry v. Kofa Pali 

iJ/Radhika Mohun Roy 
Gunganarain Dass v. Punebanunee Dassee 
Gunga Narain Doss v. Sib Chunder Sen 

Gunga Narain Ghose Ram Chand Bose • 

fcunga Narain Gupta w. Annada Moyee Bnrrooanee 
Gunga Narain Mitter v. Gour Sounder Chowdry . 
Gunganarain Moytro v. Gndadhur Chowdhry 
Gunganarain Paul th Uinesh Chunder Bose 
Gunganarain Roy v, Gonomoonee 
Gunga Narain Sen v, Hurish Chunder Changdars 
Gunga Narain Sircar v, Azeezoonissa Beehee 
Gunga Narayan Chowdhry v. Phul Mohamed Sirkar 
Gungapersad v, Agra and Masterman ’s Bunk 

■ — V, Gogun Singh .... 

Gungapersaud Singh v, Ramloll Singh • 

Gungapershad v, Ajoodhia Pershad • 

- '■ '« — ^ V, Buldeo Singh 

V, Inderjit Singh* . • 

■ V. Mahomed Kootoob Alum . 

V, Phool Singh • . • 

• V, Rampershad • • • . 

- v. Ramphal Saboo 

* Gunga Pershad Bhoomick v. Debi Sundari Dabea 
Gunga Pershad Dutt v, Lokenath Nundee . • 


Column 

Volume and Page. of 

Bigebt. 


B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 0252 1 


Ind. Jur., N. S.,lll :7 W. 
R., 183. 

2890 

1 W. K., 00 

9 W. R., 302 

21 W. R., 256 . 

14 W. R., 54 

7 W. U, P: C.. 21: 11) 

2203 

838, 4523 
ll^tO • 
2648 
299, 300 
3446, 4B)0 

Moose’s I. A., 345. 

20 W. R., 455 . 

535, 637 
5077 

11 B. L. R., Ap., 31 : 19 W. 

R., 347. 

548 

low. R., 105 . 

1455 

8 C. L. R., 157 . 

451 

1 W. R., 31 . . . 

5o75 

14 B. L. R., 307 : 23 W. R., : 
131. 

6031, 6143 

low. R., 413 . 

4129 

7 W. R., 190 

6347 

19W. R., 214 . 

160 

17W. R.. 405 . 

5781 

3C. L. R.,43a . 

3182 

OW. R.,47 

5431 

10 W. R., 412 . 

97 

25W. R., 322 . 

4759 

IIW. R., 377 . 

10(»3 

21 W. R., 115 .. . 

47, 1747 

W. R., 1804, 163 . 

41)80 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 409 . 

1031 

12 B. L. R., 48 : 20 W. R., 1 
311. J 

109 

12C. L. R., 404 . 

1895 

15 W. R., Cr.. 85 

44i)0 

13W. R., 434 . . ' . 

6070 

W. R., 1804, 277 . • . 

2233 

8 W. H., 181 . 

6132 

0 C. L. R., 330 . 

3952 

5 W. R., Mis., 18 

239 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 46 

3495 

5 B. L. R., 340, note 

5139 

I. L. R., 3 CaJe., 322 * . 

Marsh., 185 : W. R., F. B., ^ 

4795 

69:1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 118 : 

1 Hay, 452. J 

1062 

Agra, F. B., 31 : Ed. 1874, *) 
23. j 

4591 

3 Agra, 310 

23W. R., 390 . 

2 Agra, 27 . 

10 B. L. R., 368, note : 10 ) 

4990 

1729 

3282 

2077 

W. R., 106. j 

A^ra, F. B., 31 : Ed. 1874, 7 
23. i 

4591 

20 W. R., 177 .. . 

3770 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 227 . 

3504 

12W.R., 179 . 

4129 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6447 


Name of CaBc., 


Gungapershad Kur Shumbhoonath Burman 
Gunj^apershad Roy \u Enayet Zaliera. 

Guiiga Persbad Saboo v, Woonia Koower 
Gunga Persbad Singb v. Guoga Koonwer . 
Gunga Prasad v. Gajadar Prasad . * . 

V, Sbeodyal Singh 


Gungaprosad v, Ajudbya Persbad Sin 

Gunga Rai v. Sabeena Begum • 

Guiigarain v, Gunga Dbur 
V, Boolasee 

— V. Kbem Narain Pooree 

* xi. Moola 

— ■— — - >c. Ujoodbyaram Myte 
Gungaram Cbowdry v, Hureo Natb Cbowdry 
Gungaram DuU w. Cbowdbry Jumnajoy Mullick 
Gungaram Gbose Sirdar v. Kalipodo Ghose 
Gungaram Sadbookban v. Paneb Cowree Poramanick 
Gunga Ram Sirdar v. Biressur Baiierjee 


Gungaram Sirkar v. Sreenatb Banei-jee 


Gungoo Mull D, Eunseedbur • 

Guiigowa Kome M«alupa v, Erawa Kome Jogapa 
Guni Khan v. Koonjo Bebary Seiu 

Guni Mahomed x, Moran 

Gunnes Cbunder Ilazra v. Rampria Deboa . 

Gunnesh Dutt Singh v. Mugneeram Cbowdbry 

Gunnesb Pattro v. Ram Nidbee Koondoo . 
Gunno Singh v, Muddun Mobun Singh • 

Gunoo Singh v. Latafut Hossain 

Gunowrec Bbooea. In re ... 

G unput Narain Singh. In the matter of . 

Rajun Kocer 

G unput Roy v. Ram Dconr Roy 
Gunput Singh v. Gunga Persbad 
Gunsam Doss Mooltan Mull . 

Guntbam Doss v, Mooltan Mull 


Gupikisben Goswami v, Brindabun Chandra Sirkar 
Cbowdbry. 

Gupiuath Roy Dinabandbu Nandi . 

Gupinatb Singh v. Sbeo Sabai Singh . 

Guraebarya v. Collector of Belgaum . . • 

' " V, Svamiraya Cbarya . . • 

Guravi v. Guravi ...... 

Gur Dayal. In the matter of the petition of • 

- ■ V, Kaunsila . . • • • 

Gurdial Mai v. Jauhri Mai .... 

Gurdial Muiidar v, Teknarayan Singh * • 


Volume and Page. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 

22 W. R., 393 .. . 

2489 

16W. R.,25l . 

3986 

18 W. R., 326 .. . 

3562 

2 Agra, Pt, II, 210 

1744 

I. L. R., 2 Alb, 651 

3842 

5C. L. R., 224 . 

2173 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 131; 9 C. L. i 
R., 417. J 

2176 

5N. W.,72 

3871, 5779 

1 Agra. 198 ... 

4331 

2 N. W., 88 . . . 

3771 

11 W. R., 250 .. . 

4973 

2N.W., 200 

4542 

2W. R., 158 

1583 

15 W. R., 436 .. . 

3374 

1 C. L. R., 144 . . • . 

4858, 6173 

I L. R., 11 Calc., 661 . 

4832 

25 W. R., 366 . • • 

4444, 4987 

6 W. R., Act X, 32 

3010 

1. L. R., 5 Calc., 915 :6 C. I 
L. R., 16. J 

1184 

1 N. W., Part VI, p. 79; Ed. 1 
1873, 170. j 

2366 

13 Moore's I. A., 433 • • 

4632 

3C. L. R., 414 . 

822 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 96:2 C. I.* 
R., 371. 

1185,1187 

1. L. R., 5 Calc., 53 

1439, 1630 

11 B. L. R., 321 : 17 W. R., 
283. 

37G9, 6217 

22 W. R., 361 . 

2793 

W. R., 1864, 26 .. 

447 

I.L. R., 3 Calc., 336:1 C.L.-) 
R., 91. i 

3893 

6W.R.,Cr., 70 . 

1154 

1. L. R., 1 Calc., 74 . 

2607, 6806 

24W. R., 207 . 

2607, 5805 

.21 W. R., 416 • 

300 

2 Agra, 230 

2509 

2N. W., 192 

3846 

2N. W.,229 

3 B. L. R., P. C., 37 : 12 W. ) 

166 

R., P. C., 36 ; 13 Moore’s { 
I. A., 37. > 

3199, 3202 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 62 

^ 1913 

B. L. R., Sup. Vob, 72:1 VV.l 
R,315. ) 

3918 

I. L. Ib, 8 Bora., 629 . 

3180 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 431 . 

688 

3 Bom,, A. C., 170 • 

2365 

I. L. R.. 2 Alb, 20$ . 

6622* 

I. L. R., 5 Alb, 367 . 

2436 

L L. R., 7 Alb, 820 . 

3996, 4781 

B. L. R., Sup. Vob, 166: 2) 
W. R., 215. j 

3716 



644a 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Vplume and Page. 


Gardi Misree v, Maheswar Buksh Singh 

Gureeb Dosb v, Mungul Doss .... 
Gureeboollah v. Syefoollah .... 
Gureeboollab Kban v, Kebul Lall Mitter • 

Gureebullab Sirkar v, Mobun Lall Shaba • 

Gurivi Cbetty v. Aiyappa Naidu 

Gurivi Reddi v, Chinnamma .... 

Gur Parsbad v. Umrao Siugb .... 

Gar Sabai v. Ram Dial ..... 

Guru Chum Chuckerbutty v. Kali Kissen Tagore 
Guru Churn Sen v. Kalinath Dass Biswas . 

Gurudas Akbuli v. Gobin Naik 

Gurudas Bose. In re . 

Gurudas Dey v. Sambhunatb Chuckerbutty 

Gurudas Dhar v. Bijaya Gobind Rural 
Gurudas Nag v. Matilal Nag .... 
Gurudas Pyne v. Ram Narain Sahu . 

Gurudas Rai v, Stephens ..... 

Guru Gobind Shaba Mandal v, Anand Lai Ghose Ma- 
zumdar. 

Gurumurtti Nayudu v, Pappa Nayudu • 

Gumnatb Nilkantb v, Krishnaji . . 

Gurupadapa Basapa v, Virbhadrapa Irasangapa 

Gurupadava v. Putapa ..... 

Gurupathappa v, Narasingappa 

Guru Pershad Singh v, Gossain Muuraj Puri 

Guruprasad Roy v, Dhanpat Singh 
— — V, Nafardas Roy 

Guru Prasad Sahu v. Binda Bibi • 

Guruprasbad Roy v. Rms Mobun Mukbopadbya • 
Gurusami Cbetti v, Sadasiva Chetti 

V. Saraurta Cbinna Mannar Chetti 

Gurusami Sastrial v. Ganapathia Pillai . * 

Gurusamy Aiyan v. Swaraiuadha Aiyan 
Gurushidgavda bin Rudragavda v, Rudragavdati kom 
Dyamaugavda. j 

Gvftbrie v. Abul Mazaffar j 

■■ ■ V. Lister 

Guttee Koiburto v, Bhukut Koiburto 
Guz Behary Singh v. Wasbun . 


B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 13 : ) 
Marsh., 627: W. R., P. B.. V 

116.. J 

14W. R., 383 . 

7 W. B., 41 ... 

13 W. R., 134 .. . 

I. L. K.,7Calc., 127 ; 8 C. L.) 
R., 409. i 

2 Mad., 329 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 93 . 

7N. W.,218 

7 N. W., 91 . . . 

I. L. R . 11 Calc., 403 . 

23 W. R., Cr., 62 
B. L R., Sup. Vol., 492 : 1 
Ind. Jur., N. S., 421 6 
W. R., Mis., 98. 

7 B. L. R., Ap., 23 

3 B. L. R., A. 0., 258 . 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 108: 10^ 
W. K., 71. > 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 16 : 14 W. ) 
R., 468 j 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 860 : L. ^ 
R., 11 I. A., 69. ' ) 

13 B. L. R., Ap., 44 ; 21 W. ^ 
R., 195. > 

5 B. L. R., : 13 W. R.,] 

F. B., 49. i 

1 Mad., 164 . . . { 

I. L. B., 4 Bom., 462 

I. L. B., 7 Bom., 459 . [ 

I. L. B., 8 Bom., 699 . 

I. L, B„ 7 Mad., 174 . 

I. L. B., 11 Calc., 733 . 

5 B. L. B., Ap., 46: UW.l 
B.. 20. i 


675 

544, 5734 
3696, 3713 

673, 6873 

3350 

2612 

2951, 4463 
6429 

2073, 3857 
■ 1294 

3606,3526 

2651 

1845, 5759 


1767, 6142 
6782 
884, 2193 
3130, 3133 
3470,3471 
688 
376 
3853 

4863,6150 


3 B. L. R., A. C., 121 : 11 ^ 
W. R., 497. 3 

2268,2494 

9 B. L. R., 180: 16 W. R.,-) 
279. j 

438 

1 C. L. R., 431 . 

1485, 4900 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 37 

1116,2170 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 37 

2116, 2170 

I. L. R., 6 M , 337 

4167, 6798 

2 Mad., 450 

6124 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 531 . 

7B.L. R., 630: 15 W. R.,.*) 

4388 

P. C.,^ 60 : 14 Moore’s 1 > 
A., 63. j 

1559, 4654 

6 W. R., P. C., 69: 111 
, Moore’s I. A., 129. ] 

1031 

22 W. R., 457 .. . 

1732 

W. R., 1864, 302 . 

3167 



Table of cases in the digest. 


Colnmn 

Name of Cas^ Yolame and Pag'e. of 

Digest.. 


Quzerat Spinning and Weaving Company v, Girdarlal | 
Dalpatram. j 

Guzeree Lall. In tlie matter of the petition of . 

Gya Din v, Eaj Bansi Knar ..... 

Gyamonee v. Ka^ha Romon • • . . • 

Gy an Chund v. Jawahur 

Gyan Chunder Roy v. Protap Chunder Doss . | 

Gyan Chunder Hoy Chowdhry v, Kalee Churn Roy 
Chowdhry- j 

Gyan Chunder Sen v. Dnrga Churn Sen . . | 

Gyanee Ram v, Palee Ram ..... 

Gyanendro Chunder Lahiri v, Kalapahar Haji 
Gyanendro Nath Roy v, Lobongomunjuri Dabi . 

Gyan Singh v. Peetum Singh , . . . | 

Gya Persad alias Lai Persad v. Heet Narain 
Gyaram Chuckerhutty v. Buroda Dahee 
Gyaram Dutt v. Gooroochum Chattciyee • 

Gyaram Mundul v, Gyaram Naik . . . | 

Gyaram Seal v, Issur Chunder Chuckerhutty 
Gyasooddeen Hyder v, Fatima Begum 


1. L. R.» 5 Bom., 425 

13 W. R., 393. . . ’ , 

1. L. R.,3 All., 191 
I. L. R., 5 Calc., 692 . 

2 N. W, 83 . . . 

1. L. R., 7 Calc., 208 : 8 C. 
L. R., 267. 

7W. R.,48 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 318: 8 C. 

L. R., 416. 

2 N. W., 73 . 

I. L. R.. 9 Calc., 60: 11 C. > 
L. R., 297. 

11 C. L. R., 198 . 

1 N. W., Part VI, p. 73 ■) 

Ed. 1873, 165. : j 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 93 • 

20 W. R., 484 . 

2 W. R., Act X, 69 

1 Ind. Jiir., 0. S., 22 
Marfib., 28 : 1 Hay, 65. 

2 W. R., 168 

1 Agra, 238 • 


924 

6925 

2183 

212 

634 

1957, 6509 
3185 

335, 4308 
1216, 2673 

2136 

2480 

2053 

3401 

3906 

1614 

4167 

4274. 5778 
3683 • 


H 

Haheeboollah v, Gouhur Ally Khan . 

Habeel Beparee v, Choalmun MaH . 

Habela Sircar v, Doorgakant Mozoomdar 

Habib Sobhan v. Mahendra Nath Roy 

Habibullah v, Achaibar Pandey 

■ V. Kunji Mai 

V, Nakched Rai « 

V, Queen- Empress . . • 

Habib-un-nissa v, Barkat Ali 
Hacbnn Banoo v. Abdul Hakim 

Hadayet Aly v. Lall Singh 

Hadoo Sirdar v, Jadoo Monee Dossae 
Hafeez-oor-rahman v, Khadim Hossein 
Hahza ik Azhur Hpssein .... 
Hafiz Abdul Kurrim v, Sri Kissen Rai 
Hafiz Ahmad v. Sobha Ram 
Hafiz Ameer Ahmed v» Ha5z Nuzal Ali 
Hafizunnessa Khatun v. Bhyrab Chunder Dass 
Hafiz-un-nissa v, Mabadeo Prasad 
Haidar Ali. In the matter of the petition of 
Haidri Bai v. East Indian Railway Company 
Haim Raj v. Ram Bux .... 
Haimun Chull Singh v, Gunsheam Singh . 

Haines v. East India Company 



18 W. R., 523 . 



3033, 6245 


10 W. 11., 263 . 



• 4043 


11 W. B., 456 . 

, 


4865 


2 B. L. R., Ap., 32 : 
B., 129. 

11 

W.^ 

5933 

\ 

I. L. R., 4 All., 145 

m 


3226 


1. L. R., 7 All., 447 



2874 


I. L. K., 5 AU., 447 


i 

4768, 4769 
4834 


I. L. R., 10 Calc., 937 



1979 


I. L. R., 8 All., 275 



3719 


19 W. R., 321 . 



292 

'( 

1 N. W., Pt. II, p. 38 : 

Ed.* 

6198 


1873, 96. 



17 W. R., 46 

• 


5618 


4 N. W.. 106 

• 


3736 


13 W. R., 328 . 



, 302 


I. L. B., 11. Calc., 139 



30i. 6769 


I. L. R., 6 All., 488 



6093 


1 Agra, 46 . 



3128 


13 C. L. K., 214 . 



3194 


I.L. R.,4 All., 116 



6297 


I. L. B., 12 Calc., 520 



5540 


1. L. R., 1 All., 687 



5537 


1 Agra, 115 

• 


2810 


5 W. R., P. C., 69 

• 


2119, 6002 

{ 

4 W. R., P. C., 99 : 6 Moore’* , 

I. A., 467. :: 

1668 



6450 


TABLE .OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of, Case. 


Volurtie and Page. 


Halt Ram v. Dui;ga Prasad 




I. L. R., 6 All., 609 . 

6053, 0137 

Hait Singh v, Dabee Singh • . 




2 N. W., 308 

2347 

Hajarimal v. Krishnarav . 




I. L. R., 5 Bom., 647 

1622 

Hajee Ali t\ Ali Nukee 




12W. R.. 240 . . . 

1478 

Haji V, Atharainan . • • . 




I. L. R., 7 Mad., 612 . 

3251, 5480 

Hajon Manick v. Bursingh • 




I. L. R., 11 Calc., 17 . 

2000 

Hajra Begum v. Hossein Ali Khan 



i 

4 B. L. R., A. C., 16 : 12 W. 
R., 498. 

3096, 3671 

Hakeem Meah v. Beejoy Patnee 



* 

22 W. U., 8 

6137 

Hakeemoonuissa v. Buldeo 



. 

3 Agra, 309 

4438 

Hakim Khan v. Gool Khan . 



< 

i 

I. L. R., 8 Calc, 823 : 10 C. 
L. R., 603. 

3697 • 

Hakma Manji v, Meman Ayah Haji , 
Haladhar Dt\y v. Ambika Charan Bose 




7 Bom., 0. C., 10 

2498, 2719 




'5 B. L. R., Ap., 80 

6898 

Hala Khoory Bibee v, Basoo Kosb3’e . 




17 W. R., 612 

•5682 

Haldane. In re . 




6W. R., Or., 77 . 

6652 

Halford v. East Indian Railway Company 




12 B. L. R., Ap., 19 

6274 

« ■ V. 




14B. L. R.. 1 

4706 

Halimbhai Karimbhai v. Shanker Sai 




I. L. R., 10 Bom., 381 . 

362 

Haliraoozzumah v. Municipal Commissioners of IToogbly 

13 W. H., 340 . 

2783 

Hall v, Joakim .... 

. 



12 B. L. R., 3t . 

6720 

Halodbar Shaba v. Ilarogobind Das Koiburlo 



I. L. R., 12 Calc., 105 . 

827 

Haloo V, Atwavo .... 




7 W. R., 81 

5729 

Ham V. Bengal Eastern Railway Co. . 




? Hyde, 228 

3791 

Hamabai v. Banian ji Nasarvanji 




7 Bom., A. C., 64 

4665 

Hamed Bux v, Biudrabun 




2 N. W., 37 

631, ls35 

Hameeda Bibee v. Noor Bibce . 




9 W. R., 394 

686, 1487 

Hameedoollah. In the matter of the petition of 



I. L. R., 6 Calc., 499:7C.L. 
R., 471. 

5675 


V, Genda Lall 

— V. Mahomed As^hur Hossein 

Hameedoonissa v. Anundmoyee Dossce • • 

Hameer Mahomed Chowdry v. Fool Mahomed Chow- 
dry. 

Hamida alias Kajoo v. Bhudhuu 

Hamid Alee v, Affeeooddeeu . . . . j 

Hamid Ali v, Imtiazan . , . . . 

Hamid Hossein v. Gervain . . . . , 

Hamidooddeen v. Bhadoo Sahae • . , . 

Hamidoodeen Ahmed, lu the matter of the petition 1 

of. J 

Hamidoolla v» Faizunnissa .... 

Hamilton v. Land Mortg^age Bank of India * . 

— V. Kiif^hoonundun Singh 

Hamir Singh v. Zakia . . ... 

Haninabalu Sannappa v. Cook .... 
Hanlon v, India Branch Railway Company 
Hanmantmal Motichand v. Rambabai 
Hanmantram Sadhuram v, Bowles . . • 

Hanmantrav Khanderav v. Bhavanrav Bajirav 
Hanmantrav Pandurang Joglekar v! Subaji Girmaji 
Hanooman Pershad /». Surubjeet Singh • 

** Hanover.'* In the matter of the . • 


17 W. R., 171 . 

I. L. R.,G Calc.. 499:7 C. L. 

R., 471. 

W. R., F. B., 25 . ■ . 1302 

16 W. R., 311 . . 6752 

20 W. R., 238 . . 1872 

^ U 213^” ^ 

I. l’.’u., 2AI1., 71 . 3647 

15 \V. R.. 496 . . 5282 

18W. R., 345 . . 340 

24 W. U., Cr., 37 . 5539 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 327 ; 10 C. oc „ 

L. R., 291. 

I. L. B., 6 All., 456 6107 

20 W. R., 70 . 1172 

I. L. R., 1 All., 57 3641 

6 jMad., 346 . 133 

1 Hyde, 197 . 6584 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 198 3220, 3221 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 661 3179, 3313 

10 Bom., 299 . 4387 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 257 3463 

4 N. W., 167 . 3413 

Bourke, Ad., 15 . 6645 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pafi^e. 


Hansji Chhiba v, Valabh Chhiba 

Hansraj Maiji. In re • • . • 

Hanuman Dat v, Aasadullah .... 
Hannman Dutt Roy v, Kishen Kishor Narayan Singh 
Hanuman Kamat v, Dowlut Mundar 
Hanuman Parshad v, Kaulesar Pandey 
■ — '■■■ V. Kamjug Singh • 

Hanuman Prasad v» Ajodhya Prasad 

Hanuman Rai v. Udit Narain Rai 
Hanuman Singh v. Nanak Chand 
Hanumantamma v. Rami Reddi 
Hanumantha v, Hanumayya 
Hanuman Tiwari v. Chirai 
Hanumayya v. Roupell 

Hara Chand Poramanick v. Krishto Monee Giree 
Haradhan Dat v, Radhanath Shaha . 

Haradhone Shamunto «>. Goluck Chunder Shamunto 
Haradhun Chuckerbutty v. Protap Narain Chowdhry 
Haradhun Dutt v. Joykisto Banerjee . 

Haradhun Gossamee v. Ram Newaz Misery 

Haradhun Mookerjeo v, Chunder Mohun Roy 

Haradhun Mudduck v, Dinobundhoo Mojoomdar . 
Haradhun Nag v. Issur Chunder Bose 
Haradhun Sandyal v. Rash Monee Dassia . 

Harajai Kumara Venkata Perumalraj v, Kanniappah 
Harak Narain Singh v, Luchmi Bux Roy • 

Haramohini Chowdhrain v. Dhanmani Chowdhrain 
Haranath Gupta w. Jagannath Roy Chowdhry * 
Harau Chandra Mookerjee v. Nandogopal Muttylall . 

Haran Chandra Pal v. Mukta Sundari Chowdhrain 
Haran Chunder Bhoorec Russick Chunder Neogy 
Haran Chunder Ghose v, Dinobundhoo Bose 

• V, Gooroo Chum Sircar . 

Haran Chunder Roy. In the matter of the |)etition of 

Haran Mandal. In re . 

Haran Sheikh v» Ramdhun Biswas 
Haranund Dutt v. Ram Dhun Sein . 

Haranund Mozoomdar v» Prosunno Chunder Biswas 
Haraprasad Roy Chowdhry v. Digamber Mitter • 
Harasatoollab v, Brojonath Ghose 

Harasundari Baistabi v, Jayadurga Baistabi . 

Harasundari Dasi v. Kistomaui Chowdhrain 
Hara Sundari Debi t>. Dukhinessur Malia • 


I. L. R., 7 Bom., 297 . 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 411 . 

7 N. W., 145 

8 B. L. R , 358 . 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 528 . 

I. L. R., 1 All., 301 
6 N. W., 371 

1 B. L. R., P. B., 7 : 10 W. 
R., P. B., 6. 

I. L. R., 7 All., 917 . 

I. L. R., 6 All., 193 . 

I. L, R., 4 Mad., 272 . 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 232 . 

1. L. R., 2 AH., 164 . 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 64 

3 W. R., 298 

2B.L. R., S.N., 14: 10 W. 

R., 398. 

25 W. R., 79 

14W. R.,401 . . • 

11 W. R., 444 . 

17 W. R., 414 . 

Marsh., 205 : W. R., F. B., 66 : 

1 Hay, 577. 

25 W. R., 319 
6 W. R., 222 

2 W. R., Mis., 21 . 

4 Mad., 149 

5 C. L. R., 287 . 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 138 : 10 W. 
R., 62. 

9 B. L. R., 89, note : 11 W. 
R., 87. 

13 B. L. R., 142 : 22 W. R., 
71. 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 81 : 10 W. -j 

R., 113. 3 

20W. R., 63 

14 B. L. R., 408 : 23 W. R., ] 

187. 3 

10 W. R., 421 • 

18 W. R., Cr., 63 . 

2 B. L. R., A. Cr., 1 : 10 W. 
R., Cr., 31. 

24W. R., Cr., 21 
W. R., 1864, Act X, 122 
1. L. R., 9 Calc., 763 ; 12 C. L. 
R., 556. 

2 B. L.R.,S.N., 15 . . 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 721 : 1 C.L. ^ 
R., 517. 3 

4B. L. R., Ap., 36: 13 W. I 
R., 112. 3 

5 B. L. R., Ap., 37 : 13 W. S 
R., 257. 3 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 250 . 


6451 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


3365, 3369 
3370 
2660 
1708 
2387 
2177 
1616 
1616 

214 

4637 

2184 

2217 

801 

2130 

3601 

6231 

354 

5451 

766 

3818 

1183 

5116 

3032 

1415, 3397 
2694 

3588. 4053 
4497 

3821 

5330 

4256, 5284 

6176, 6199 
6768, 6836 
3920, 6018 

1688 

4739 

1969 

> 5912 
2888 

4035 

1355 

4960, 5373 

3851. 4053 

5314 

181,1000 



6452 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Harbbai v, Gumani 

Harbbat bin Ram Chandrabbat. In tbe matter of) 
the petition of. j 

Harbuns Sahai v. Bbairo Pershad Singh • • ^ 

Hardai Narain v, Haruck Dbari Singh 

Hardatrai Shrikisandas v. Victoria Finance and Bnllion > 


Association. 

Har Dayal v. Cbadami Lai 

Hardayal Mandal v. Tirtbanand Tbakur 
fiardeo. In tbo matter of 
Hardeo Bux v. Jawabir Singh . 




Volamc and Page. 


Harden Das v. llukam Singh ..... 

— tK Zaman Khan ..... 

Hardial v, Doorga Prasad ..... 

Hardi Narain Sabu v. Ruder Pcrkash Misser • ^ 

Haree Bundboo Santra. Jn re 

Harender Kisbore Singh v. Administrator General of ") 
Bengal. ) 

Harendra Narayan. In tbe goods of . . * 

Hargobiud Das v. Baroda Prasad Das 

Hargobind Kuari v. Dbaram Singh .... 

Hargopal Das v. Ram Golam Sabi . . . ^ 

Hargopal Preinsukdas v, Abdul Khan Haji Muhammad 
Hargovan v, Hira Haribbai .... 

Hari v, Laksbman 

— V, Maruti 

Haribbai v, Ardesir Ukadji .... 

Hari Bhanji v. Secretary of State for India 
Haribbat v. Damodarbbat .... 

Hari Bhikaji v. Naro Vishvanatb 
Hari bin Joti Narayan Acbarya 
Haridas v, Ghansham Narain .... 

Haridas Baisakh v, Moazam Hossein • 

Haridas Purshotam v. Gamble .... 

Haridas Sanyal v. Pran Nath Saiiyal . 

Hari Dhangar v. Biru Darsa .... 

Hari Govind Joshi v. Ram Chandra Pandurang Joshi 
Haribara v, Subramanya ..... 
Harihar Dat v, Sheo Prasad .... 

Harihar Mukhopadhya v. Madhab Chandra Baba 

Harjhnr Pershad Narain Singh v, Buddu Pershad 
Harika Ramayyar v. Sindu Tirtasami • 

Hari Kisbore Dutt v. Collector of Dacca 
Harilal Amthabhai n. Abhesing Meru 


I. L. R., 2 All., 493 
4 Bom., A. C., 67 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 259 ; 
R., 23. 

12C. L. R., 104 . 

3 Bom., 0. Ct, 60 

I. L. R., 7 All, 194 

4 B. L. R., Ap., 28 : 
R., 34. 

I. L. R., 1 All., 139 
I. L. R., 3 Calc., 622 : 

4 I. A., 178. 

L. R., 6 I. A., 161 
I. L. R., 2 All., 320 
I. L. R., 8 All., 639 
I. L. R,6A11., 105 
I. L. R., 10 Calc., 
R., 11 1. A., 26. 
5W. R., Cr., 65 . 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 357 

4 B. L. R., 0. C., 41 
6B. L. R.,614: 15 W. 
I. L. K., 6 All., .329 

5 B. L. R., 135 : ; 
381. 

9 Bom., 429 
I. L. R., 8 Bom., 301 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 614 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 741 
I. L. R.,4 Bom., 229, 
1. L. R., 4 Mad., 344 
I. L. R., 3 Bom., 171 
I. L.R., 9 Bom., 432 

6 Bom., A. C., 23 
I. L. R., 6 All., 286 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 16 ; 
R., 447. 

12 Bom., 23 

I. L. R.. 12 Calc., 566 

9 Bom., A. C., ]35 
9 Bom., 64 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 250 
I. L. R., 7 All., 41 
8 B. L. R., 566: 
H., 459 : 14 Moore ’f 
152. 

13 a L. R., 254 . 

I. L. R., 7Mad., 61 
3 B. L. R., Ap., 116 
L L. R., 4 Bom., 823 



Column 

of 

Digest. 


• 

6054 

. 

4387 

4C. L.*) 

162, 5471 

j 

2177 

. 

763 


1904 

13 W. j 

5934 

. 

5148 

L. R., j 

270, 4221 


4222 


1495 

^ , 

5979 

. 

5534 

626: L. 1 

2400, 3853 

..J 

• 

5886 

■ f 

559, 1211 
3347 


48, 2190 

\ R., 112 

2885 


2417 

IW. R.> 

4317, 6368 

✓ 

2803, 3301 


1886 

• { 

1520, 3925 
4012 


3370 

note 

416 

6219 


2306 


6968 


1584, 3043 


4081,4165 

15 W. ^ 

909, 6231 

. { 

1206, 1678 
2019, 2686 

c 

4904 

2456, 4306 


1846 


5374 


6699 


3723 

20 W.) 

B I. A., [ 

4202, 6106 

J 

5118 


5088 

. 

36 

• 

409, 5455 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6453 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pago. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Hari Mahadaji v. Balambhat BagLunath • 

Hari Mahadaji Joshi v» Vasudev Moreshvar Josbi 
Hari Mohan Bysak v. Krishna Mohan Bysak 

Harimohan Malo. In the matter o£ . . • 

Hari Mohan Sirkar v, Moncrieff 

Hari Mohun Thakur v. Kissen Sundari 
Hari Narayan Brahme «. Ganpatrav Daji . 

Harinarayan Maiti v, Ajodhya Bam Shi • 

Harinath Das v» Asmut Ali . • • . 

Hari Prasad Jha v, Maddan Mohan Thakur • 
Hari Bam Donaput Singh .... 

— V, Jitan Bam 

V. Raj Coomar Opadhya • 

Hariram Birbhau. In re . . • 

Hari Bamchaudra v, Mahadaji Vishnu • 

— ; V, Vishnu Krishnaji 

Hari Ravji Chiplunkar v. Shapurji Hormasji Shet 
Hari Sadashiv Dikshit v, Bapuhulvant • * 

Harischandana Deva v. Bamanna Ohandri • 

Haris Chandra Dutt v, Jagadamba Dasi . • 

Haris Chandra Gupto v. Shashi Mala Gupti 

Harish Chandra Chuckerbutty v. Tarachand Shaha 
Hari Singh v. Baldeo Singh 
- — ■ " V, Danish Mahomed 

; ^ V. Empress 

Hari Trimbak v. Abasaheb .... 
Harivalabdas Ealliandas v, Utamchand Manekchand 

Harivallabhdas Kalliandas v. Utamchand Manikchand 


Hari Vasudev v, Mahaj a'i Appaji 
Hari Vishnu v, Gopal bin Ragji 
Hari Yemaji v. Parshram Guudo 
Harjas v. Kanhya . 

— ' ■ V. Badha Kishan . 

Harjiban Das v, Bhagwan Das 

Harjivan Anandram v. Naran Haribhai 
Harkisandas Narandas v. Bai Ichha . 

Harlal Tewari v. Collector of Bhaugulpore . 
Harmukhgauri v, Harisukhprasad 



I. L. B., 9 Bom., 233 . 

2 Bom., 344 : 2nd Ed. 325 
9B. L. B., Ap., 1:17W. B., 
442. 

1 B. L. B., A. Cr., 20 : 10 
W. B., Cr., 5. 

9B.L. B., Ap., 14: 15 W 
B., 464, note. 

I. L. B., 11 Calc., 62 . 

I. L. B., 7 Bom., 272 . 

I B. L. R., S. N., 17 : 10 W. •) 

B., 308. ) 

6 B. L. B., Ap., 118 : 15 W.7 

B. , 171. J 

8B.L. R., Ap., 72 : 17 W.I 

R., 217. j 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 167 : 11 C. ) 

L R., 339. J 

3B. L. R., A.C.,426: 12W.> 
R., 378. i 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 769 . 

II Bom., 170 

8 Bom., A. C., 50 

10 Bora., 204 

1. L. B., 10 Bom., 461 . 

5 Bom., A. C., 78 

1 Mad., 356 

8 B. L. B., 190, note : 16 W. 
R., 61. i 

6 B. L. B., 721 : 15 W. R., 
163. 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 4 

L L. B.. 2 All., 906 . 

20 W. R., Cr., 46 

3 C. L. B., 49 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 321 . 

I. L. B., 4 Bom., 1 

7 Bom., 0. C., 172 

8 Bom., 0. C., 136 • 

8 Bom., 0. C., 236 

5 Bom., A. C., 85 • 

6 Bom., A. C., 181 • 

11 Bora., 23 . 

I. L. B., 7 All., 118 . 

I. L. R., 8 All., 266 . 

7 B. L. R., 102 : 16 W. R., 0.‘ 

C. , 16 ; and on appea\ 7. B. 

L. R., 535: 16 W. R.,0. C., 
16. 

4 Bom., A. C., 31 • 

I. L. B., 4 Bom*, 155 

3 B. L. B., Ap., 82: 12 W. 
B., 6. 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 191 . 


2500, 3381 
3954 

3126, 3167 
2675 

4103 

4926 

4146, 4508 
4307, 6042 

3272 

632 

4308 

6167 

3849, 3850 

4194 

4738 

3941, 4827 
3180 

3932, 6100 
840 
5103 

3185 

901, 6932 

1761 

5668 

1536 

6069 

5675 

6184 

5297, 6680 
5296, 6580 
2991 
202 
1631 
3714 
4083 


2808,4620 


2261 

4773,4774 

4819 

5634 

3297, 3378 



6454 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volame and Pag:e. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 

2 Bom., 213 : 2nd Ed., 204 . 

4821 

4 N. W., 116 . 

1147 

1 W. R., 297 .. . 

228 

6W. R., 296 

2761 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 123 . . 

5194 

17W. R., 70 

5811 

3 W. R., Mis., 24 

6472 

Marsh., 469 : 2 Hay, 591 

236 

7 B. L. R., Ap., 61 

1767 

6 W, R , Act X, 46 . • 

4149 

3B. L. R., A.C.,114 : 11 W. ) 
R., 488. j 

1896, 6619 

1. L. R., 7 All., 686 . 

5181, 5184 

I. L. R., 4 All., 196 . 

3934 

I. L. R., 7 All., 345 

3449, 6967 

6B. L. R., 47: 13 W. R.,") 

1610, 1613 

216. 3 

3096 

7C. L. R., 272 . 

4689 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 440 . 

3179 

15 W. R., 634 .. . 

2103 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 285 

2588 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 285 . 

2588 

I. L. E., 4 AU., 437 . [ 

1132, 3359 
4263,4326 

9 B. L. R., Ap., 43 . 

3199, 5588 

I. L. R., 4 All, 14 

4481,4846 

I. L. R., 2 All., 294 

6083 

I. L. R., 4 All., 91 

6967 

I, L. R., 1 All., 178 

1933 

I. L. R., 2 All., 345 . 

1481 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 192 . 

4704 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 718 . 

5429 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 192 . 

4705 

18 W. R., Cr., 18 

971 

4. W. R., Cr., 26 . 

4491,4604 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 137 • • 

6008 

5 Bom., 0. C„ 140 

1381 

I. L. E., 1 AU., 633 . [ 

2237,3644 

3690 

I. L. E., 2 All., 626 . 

3730 

I. L. E., 6 Bom., 166 . 

6140 

W. E., 1864, 217 

3963 

7 W. E., 82 . . . 

4017 

I. L, E., 11 Cftlc., 390 . 

2178 

1. L. E., 7 Bom., 61 

734 

I.L. E., 4Calc., 29 

3917,6417 

I. L. E., 6 Mad., 388 . 

3343 

I. L. E., 1 AlU 283 . 

2134 

IW.E., 141 

2883 

l.L. E.,8Bom.,323 . 

4287 

7N.W.,211 

4749 

r. li. E., 7 Botfi., 1 . 

1042 

IIW. E., 146 . 

4955 

I. L. E.,llCalc.,461 . 

433, 2652 

9 Bom., 164 

6183 


Harnamgir Guru Dhaupatglr v. Spiers 
Hamath v. Haree Singh . . . . • 

Haro Chand Poramanick v, Krishto Mohun Giree 
Haro Chunder Turkochooramonee v, Tssur Chunder Roy 
Haro Das v, Gobind Bhuttacharjee .... 
Harodyal Bose v. Kristo Gobind Sein • . 

Haro Jemadar v, Jadub Chnnder Holdar 
Haromohun Mookerjee v, Shoonoj anee Mohunt Thakoo-') 
raney. i 

Haronarayan v, Manik Singh ..... 
Haroo Chowdhi*y v. Joyessur Nundee • • . 

Haro Sanker Sandyal v. Tarak Chandra Bhuttacharjee ^ 

Harpal Singh v. Bal Gobind 
Har Prasad v. Bhagwan Das 
V. Jafar Ali • 

Harrak Singh v. Tulsi Ram Sahu 

Harrendro Coomar Chowdhry v, Taramoni Chowdhrain 
Harrington v, Gonesh Roy 
Harris v. Britain .... 

■ Harris .... 

^ ■■ V. Koylas Chunder Bandopadia 

Harrison v» Delhi and London Bank • 


• V, Hope 


Har Sahai v, Chunnl Kuar 
Har Sahai Mai v* Maharaj Singh • 

Harsarau Singh v, Muhammad Raza . 

Har Shankar Parshad. In the matter of the petition of 
Harsukh v. Meghraj 
Hart V, Buskin .... 

— V, Tara Prasanna Mukherji • 

V, Thomas .... 

Ham. In re . ... 

Harvey v. Brice , . . . 

Hasam Ibrahim v, Mancharam Kaliandas 
Hasam Kasam v, Goma Jadavji 

Hasan Ali v. Mehdi Husain 


v» Maherban 


Hasha v, Ragho .... 

Hashim v, Aujeet Singh . 

Hashum All v, Ramdharee Singh 
Hasmat Rai v. Sunder Das • • 

Hasonhhoy Visram v, Clapham . 

Hasoon Arra Begum v, Jawadoonnissa Satooda Khan- 
dan. 3 

Hassaji v. East Indian Rmlway Company • 

Hassan Ali v. Naga Mai 

Hassan Allee v, Budderooddeen .... 
Hassanbhoy Visram. Exparte . . • » . 

Hassan Raza Khan. In the matter of the petition of . 
Hassonbhoy v, Cowasji Jehangir .... 
Hassan Aly v, Naib Ahmed . • . • • 

Hastie. In the matter of ..... 
Hastings. In re . 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6455 


Name of Case. 


Hatbi Ram v, Gobiiid Ram . . . • 

Hathising Sobhai Kuverji Javher ... 
Hatim v. Empress ..«••. 

Hattee Lall Bbuggut v, Radha Muddun Mohun Doss 
Havildar Roy. In the matter of the petition of 

— — t;. Jagu Mean 

Hawabi v, Ibrahim Sali Bhay Dapti . 

Hawah Bee v, Ibrahim Salee Bhoy Duplee 

Hay V, Gordon . • . • 

Hayatkha v. Abdnlakha . 

Hayatunnissa Bibee v. Asirooddeen . 

Hazara Begum v. Collector of Burdwan 
Hazari t>. Chundi Churn Chuckerbutty 

V. Chunni Lai 

Hazari Khan v. Ramdhone Chaki 
Hazari Lai v» Jadaun Singh 
" V, Kheru Rai . 

Hazari Mull Nahatta v, Sobagh Mull Duddha 
Hazari Ram v. Shankar Dial • 

Hazi Arjun Mullick v. Farutolia 

Hazir Gazi v. Sonamonee Dassee 

Hazra Begum v. Hossein Ali Khan 
Hearn v. Bapu Saju Naikin 
Hearsay v» ^cretary of State for India 
Hearsey v, Girdharee Lai . . 

Heckford v. Galstin ... 

Heerachand Banerjee v. Banee Madhub Chatter jee 

Heera Dass v, Hurmoo Singh • • 

Heera Kooree v, Noor Ali 
Heera Lai v. Rudhoul 
Heera Lall v, Bishen Suhayo • • ' 

V, Kousillah 

"" ' V. Moorut Lall 

Heeralall Baneijee v, Buroda Kant Roy 

Heeralall Bukshee v, Rajkishore Mozoomdar • 

Heera Lall Chowdhry v, Bistoo Lall Chowdhry 
* — V, Janokeenath Mookerjee 

Heeralall Chuckerbut^ v, Mohesh Chunder Ghosaul 
Heera Lall Ghose v, Ealeedass Mookeijee • 

• V, Ram Taruok Dey 

Heera Lall Kooer v» Purmessur Kooer 
H eera Lall Mookerjee v, Roy Dhunput Singh 

Heera Lall Mookhopadhya v, Dhunput Singh 
Heera Lall Pal v, Neel Monee Pal 
Heera Lall Poramanic v, Barikunnissa Bibee 
Heera Lall Boy v, Bidyadhur Roy 






Column 


Volume and Pago. 



of 

Digest. 


3 Agra, 131 



4126,4264 


I. L. E, 10 Bom., 106 

, 


4839 


12 C. L. R.. 86 . 



1810 

c 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 

927: > 

211 

1 

9 W. R., 223. 



{ 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 96 : 
L. B., 423. 

11 


258 

i 

I. L. B., 9 Calc., 96 ; 

11 c. > 

258 

1 

L. R., 423. 


. i 


6 B. L. B., 306 . 

. 


4743 

• 

13 W. R.. 393 . 



4743 


10 B. L. R., 301: 18 W.-) 
R., 480 : L. R., I. A., Sup. ^ 
Vol., 106. ) 

1562, 3361 
4666 


6 Bom., A. C., 151 



6613 


18 W. R., 304 . 



6683 


23 W. R., 378 . 



4391 


16 W. R., Cr., 72 



4633 


I. L. R., 8 All., 259 



4617 


7 C. L. R., 346 . 



1877 


I. L. R., 6 All., 76 



705, 3326 


I. L. R., 3 All., 676 



6961 


9 B. L. U., 1 



2578 


I. L. R„ 3 AIL. 770 



5213 


9 C. L. B., 295 . 



488 


1. L. R., 6 Calc., 31 : 6 C* 
K., 616. 

"■] 

6017 


6 B. L. R., 341, note 



6139 


I. L. R., 1 Bom., 606 



3316 


6 N. W., 47 



2817 


3 N. W.. 338 



3751 


Cor., 134 : 2 Hyde, 274 



3102 


10 W. R., 164 . 



6750 


1 N. W„ Part II, p. 17 

:Ed. ■) 

5983 

1 

1873, 77. 


5 


3 Agra, Rev., 1 . 



534 


2 N. W., 85 



2860 


1 W, R., 297 



6617 


2 Agra, 42 . 



2428 


11 W. R., 276 . 



3727 


13 W. R., 467 . 


• 

4957 


W. R„ F. B., 68 : 1 

Ind.-) 



Jur., 0. S., 81 : 1 

Hay.J 

4934 

1 

449. 



5780 


22 W. R., 288 . 




16 W. E., 222 . 



6361 


] Hyde, 105 



287 


23 W. R, 66 


. 

5760 


23 W. E., 323 . 



6136 


16 W. R., 401 . . 



6279, 6072 


24 W. E., 282 . 



844 

{ 

I.L, R., 4 Calc., 600: 
L. R.. 664. 

3 

<=•] 

1109 


20 W. R., 383 . 

• 

• 

3041 

i 

I. L. E., 3 Calc., 601 
L. R., 596. 

: IC.^ 

4203 


21W.R.,343 

• 

• 

2344 


6456 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Cose. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Heeralall Rnkbit v. Ram SuruB Lall • 

Heera Lall Samunt v. Oozeer Ali 
Heera Lall Seal v. Carapiet 

■ '■■■ ' V, Joheer Mollah 

Heera Lall Thakoor v, Gridharee Lall 
Heera Lai Mookerjee v. Digumburee Kuloonee 
Heera Loll Saha o. Jadnb Chunder Chenchkey 

Heeraloll Seal v. Gnngadhur Senaputty 

Heera Loll Seal v, Poran Matteah 
Heera Loll Shaba v, Jadub Chunder Chenchkey 
Heeramonee v, Gunganarain Roy 
Heeramonee Brahminee v, NufFaree Brahmiuee 

Heera Monee Dabee v. Koonj Behary Holdar 
Heera Monce Debia v. Lokenath Mundul • 
Heeramonee Dossee v. Fromothonath Ghose 

Heeramun Roy v, Jhnboo Singh , , 

- — ■■ - — V, Tahoonr Enam 

Heera Nath v, Shumshere Saheo . • 

Heeranath Kooeree v, Burm Narain Singh . 

Heeranund Sahoo v. Khubeeroonissa . 

“ V, Ozeerun 

• V, 

Heeraram v, Deo Narain Singh 
Heeraram Bhuttacharjee v. Aehruf Ali 
Heera Rawut v, Racba Rawut , 

Heera Singh v, Akbur Ali ... 

■ V, Burzar Singh 

■ ■ V. Ragho Nath Suhai 

Heeroo v, Dhoree ..... 

Heemn v, Mariun 

Heirs of Husen Beg Bai v. Akubai 
Heit Singh v, Thakoor Singh . 

Helalooddeen v. Chowdhry Abdool Suttar . 
Hema Kooeree v. Ajoodhya Pershad . 

Hemalee v. Kumla Kant Banerjee 
Hemanginee Dossee v. Jogendro Narain Roy 

Hemangini Dasi v. Nobin Chand Ghose 

> V. Ramnidhi Eundu 

Hema Pandey v. Gujadhur Roy 
Hemayetoollah Chowdry v. Nil Kanth Mullick 
Hem Chand Knher v. Vohora Raji llaji • 

Hem Chunder v. Ahmed Reza . . . . 

Hem Chunder Chatterjee v. Poonao Chunder Roy 

Hem Chunder Chowdhry v. Brojosoondury Debee 

Hem Chunder Chunder v, Prankristo Chunder 
Hem Chunder Ghose v, Radha Pershad Paleet • 


I. L. R., 4 Calc., 835 
21 W. R., 347 

13 W. R.. 431 
20 W. R., 273 

8 W. R., 450 

14 W. R., 431 

Cor., 66 . 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 8 : W. R., 
F. B., 19: Marsh., 60; 1 
Hay, 229. 

6 W.R., ActX, 84 

Cor., 119 .... 

10 W. R., 384 .. . 

1 Hay, 292 

B.L.‘R., Sup. VoL, Ap.. 8: } 
2 W. R.. 207. 3 

2W. R., 135 

2 Ind. Jur.,N. S., 233 : 8 W. 1 

R., 32. J 

22W. R., 511 . 

7 W. R., 109 .. . 

IN.W., 14 

15 W. R., 375 : 9 B. L. R., 
274. 

15 W. R., 516 .. . 

6W-R., 151 

9 W. R., 102 

Agra, P. B.. 63 ; Ed. 1874, 48 
9W. R., 103 
22W. R.,115 . 

24W. R., 382 . 

1 Agra, 256 • 

3 Agr{i, 30 . . 

2N. W., 129: Agra, F. B.,! 
Ed. 1874, 204. j 


14.W. R., 87 


2680 
4611 
11, 5535 
1733 
3816 
4946 
4524 

1627, 5777 
672 

4154, 4469 
3040 
2284 

6106 

4206 

1998 

671 

769 

1743 

1724 

5287 

3376 

3377 
6284 

1209,4152 

6078 

649 

2138 

3965, 6125 
6181 

2702, 3290 
3291 


2 Bom., 367 :2nd Ed., 337 

1032 

4 N. W., 57 

76 

9 W. R., 361 

4815 

24 W, R., 474 

2420, 5684 

16 W. R., 133 

2929 

12 W. R., 236 

1. L.R., scale., 788: 11 C.) 

L. R., 370. > 

IB. L. R., S. N., 10: 10 W.") 

484 

3170 

777 

R., 158. i 

24W. R., 108 . 

4172 

17 W. R., 139 .. . 

1187,2386 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 515 . 

3208 

Marsh., 332 : 2 Hay, 429 

317 

3 W. R., Act X, 162 . 

1610, 1630 

1. L. R., 8 Calc., 89: 10 C.L. > 
R., 272. ] 

3615, 3516 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 403 . 

418 

23W. R., 440 . 

3052 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6457 


Name of Case. 


Hem Chunder Soor v, Kally Churn Dasa 
Hem Chundra Chowdhari v, Chand Akund . 
Hemendro Coomar Mullick w. Kajendro Lall Moonahee 

Hemlota Dabee. In the matter of the petition of 
Hem Lotta v. Sreedhone Borooa 
Hemmomoyee Dayee v, Wataon & Co. 

Hem Nath Dutt v, Aahf^ur Sindur 
Hem Nauth Bose. In the matter of . 

Hempammal v. Hanuman .... 

Heraraj Chowdhry v, Asoodun . . • 

Hendry v. Mutty Lall Dhur 
Hera Roy v. Gujadhur Pershad Narain Singh 
Her Chund Singh v. Ram Sin^h 
Herrikosiraa v. Stephenson 
Hethan Singh v, Lokraj Singh . • 

— V. Nurkoo Singh 

Het Lall Roy. In the matter of the petition of 
Het Narain Singh v. Gossain Luchmee Narain Pooree 

V, Modnarain Singh 


V. Ramdcin Singh 
V. Rampershad Singh 


Hewson. In the goods of 

Heysham v. Bholauath Mullick 
Hicks V. Hicks , 

Hidaitoonnissa v. Afzul Ilossein 
Hidayetoollah v. Inderjeet Tewareo 


Volume and Page. 


I. L. R., 9 Calc., 528 ; 13 C. 
L. B.,287. 

I. L. R., 12 Calc.. 115 . 

I, L. R., 3Calc., 353: IC.L.' 
R., 488. 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 226 
I. L. R., 3 Calc., 771 
14 W. R., 297 . 

I. L. R.. 4 Calc., 894 

1 Hyde, 111 

2 Mad., 472 

5 W. R., Mis., 43 
I. L. R., 2 Calc., 395 
24 W. R., 286 . 

1 Agra, 286 

1 Agra, 298 

3 W. R., 184 
3 W. R., 184 

22 W. R.. Cr., 75 

23 W. R., 256 . 

3 W. R., P. C., 61:7MooiVst 

I. A., 311. f 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 871 : 12 C. *) 
L. R., 590. i 

7 C. L. R., 404 . 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 770: 4 C. L.*) 
R., 42. 5 

11 B.L.R.,230:17W. R., 221 
I. L. R., 8 Calc., 756 . 

2N.W.,420 . . I 

2 Agra, 282 • • 1 


Hiclayut Ali v, Maeraj Beu:um . 

Hidayut-oolhih v, Dookhchore Rai 

— — V. Rai Jan Kliannin 

Hiddut Ali v, Kobeeinalla Meeajee 

High Court’s Criminal Procedure Act (X of 1875) 
the matter of. 

Hill. Ex parte ..... 

— V. Khowaj Sheikh Mundul 

HillstJ. Aradhun Mundul .... 

V. Besharuth Meer .... 

V. Budu Khan .... 

w. Clark ...... 

— V, H iiro Lai Sen .... 

V, I shore Ghose .... 

V. Jendar Mundul .... 

— V, Magistrate of Nuddea . 

7). Osman Biswas .... 

* V. Panch Couree Sheikh 

— V, Shokhee Monee Dossee , . . 

V, Sreohuree Roy .... 

"W. Wooma Moyee Burmonee • 

Himalaya Bank v, Hurst .... 


‘"i 

{ 


3 N. W., 202 .. . 

2 Agra, 204 . • . 

3 Moore’s I. A., 295 
6 AV. R., Act X, 9 

I. L. R., scale., 891: 1] C.L.7 
R., 357. ) 

I. L.R.,8Calc..254:10C.ri.i 
R., 33. 1 

Mersh., 654:2 Hay,fi(!3 

10 W. R., 389 . . . 

1 W. R., 10 . . • 

12 W. R., 533 • 

14 B. L. R., 367 : 23 W= R., 63 
3 W. R., Act X, 135 . 

Marsh., 151 : 1 Hay, 350 

W. R., P. B., 131 
1 W. R., 3 . 

11 W. R., 1 

25 W. R., 35 . . . 

1 W. R., 3 . . • 


10 W. R., 69 
7 W. R., 165 
15 W. R., 645 . 

I. L. R., 3 All., 710 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


1826 

5195 

1116 

6196 

2887 

764 

6195 

2274, 3746' 
3306 
6620 

3641, 5406 
6772 
6033 
4905 
3982 
3982 
1264 
6472 

995 

2499 

6090 

3088 

2949 
1550 
114, 367 
3667 

1178. 1181 
1188 
3142 

996 
3702 
2928 

561 

6847 

1582 

1171 

1618 

1374 

2814 

1617 

16^8, 5787 
1649, 5193 
4147 

3203, 3271 
4905 
1633 
12, 5217 
3626 
2988 
5419 



4468 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Nan>e of Case. 


Himalaya Bank v, Simla Bank • 
Himayat Hussain v. Jai Devi . 


Himmat Bahadur. In the matter of the petition of 

Himmat Lai Shivajirav 
Himmat Singh v. Sewa Ram 
Himmatsingh Becharsing v, Ganpatsing 
Himmut All Khadim v, Nyamutoollah Khadim 

. Himmut Bahadoor v. Shahebzadi Begum 
V. Solano 

— V. Sooneet Koer . 

Himmut Bahadur v. Shahebzadi Begum 


Himmut Singh v. Collector of Bijnour 

Himnauth Bose. In the matter of 
HimunchuU v, Maharaj Singh . 

Hinde v. Baudry ..... 

■ ■ — V. Ponnath Brayan 

Hinde & Co. v. Ponnath Brayan 
Hinganghat Mill Company v. Rekchand 
Hingan Khan v. Ganga Pershad • 

Hingun Lall v. Debee Pershad 

Hingun Sowdagur v. Boistum Churn Ojab . 

HippoHte V. Stuai't .... 

Hira v, Kallu 

— V, Unas Ali Khan .... 
Hirabai v, Garbai - . . • • 

Hira Chand v. Abdal .... 

Hira Chand Babaji v, Bhaskar Ababhat Shende 


Hira Chand Banerjee v. Shama Charan Chatteijee 

Hirada Basappa v. Gadigi Muddapa . 

Hira Dai v. Hira Lai 
Hirada Karibasappah v, Gadigi Muddappa 
Hiralal v* Badri Das . • 

V, Bhairon .... 

V, Datadin .... 

V. Ganesh Prasad 


- — V, Karim-un-nisa . 

■ ■ V, Ramjas .... 

Hiralal Chatterjee v. Gourmoney Debi 
Hiralal Mookeijee. In the matter of the petition 
Hiralal Muliick v. Matilal Mullick 
Hira Lai Pal v. Hills . . . 

Hiralal Seal v. Caraniet . 

■ V. Schiller 

Hiranath Koer v. Ram Narayan Singh 
Hiran Miya. In the matter of 

Hira Singh v, Ganga Sahai 

— ■ - ■ V. Makund Singh . • 

Hirbai v. Gorbai .... 

■ V, Jan Mahomed Khalakdina . 

Hirdey Bebee v. Besheshur Pershad . 


of 





Colamn 


Volame and Page. 


of 



Digest. 


1. L. R., 8 All., 23 


4838 

\ 

I.L. B., 6 AU., 689 . 

B. L. B., Sup, Yol., 429 : 

\ 

1873 

244 

1 

6 W. E., 91. 

j 


I. L. R., 8 Bom., 593 . 


6240 


I. L. R., 3 All., 167 

, 

4768 


12 Bom.. 94 


2419 


23 W. B., 250 . 


6754, 6765 


14 W. R., 126 . 

{ 

3637, 3693 
3700 


17 W. R., 428 . 


1916 


16 W. B., 649 . 


2063, 6102 

( 

13 B. L. R., 182 : 21 W. R., 

1 

3637 


113: L. E., 1 1. A„23. 

} 


2 Agra, 268 . • 

1 

3279, 6630 
6188 


1 Hyde, 111 • 

2274, 3746 


1 Agra, 210 


2291, 2303 


I. L. R., 2 Mad., 13 


3102 


I. L. R., 7 Mad., 52 . 


892 


I. L. R., 4 Mad., 359 . 


4967 


I. L. E., 8 Bom., 310 . 


6869 


I. L. E., 1 AIL, 293 


1485 


24 W. R., 42 


3290, 3291 


6 W. R., Civ. Ref., 6 


1376, 6696 


I. L. R., 12 Calc., 622 . 


3788, 6036 


I. L. R., 7 AIL, 916 


3707 


I. L. R., 3 AIL, 827 


4539 


12 Bom., 294 


2226 


I. L. R., 1 AIL, 455 


4041 


2 Bom., 198 


3942 

V 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 351 : 12 ) 

2856,2897 

1 

W. R., 275. 

) 

4216 


6 Mad., 142 


3318 


I. L. R., 7 AIL, 638 


199, 766 


6 Mad., 197 


342, 8301 


I. L. R., 2 All., 792 . 


3474 


I. L. E., 6 AIL, 602 . 


1168 


I. L. E., 4 AIL, 136 . 


1772 


I. L. R., 2 AIL, 415 


4076 


I. L. R., 4 AIL, 406 


1779 


I. L. R., 2 All., 780 . 


6488, 6489 


I. L. R., 6 All., 57 

• 

4648 


I. L. R., 13 Calc., 326 . 

, 

830 


6 B. L. R., Ap., 100 . 

• 

4946 


6 B. L. E., 682 . 


4869 


11 C. L. B., 628 . 


1738 


9 B. L. R., Ap., 17 


5981 


7 B. L. R., Ap., 91 


2666 


! 9B.L.R.,274;17W.R..316 

2328, 3096 


1 C. L R., 21 


1016 

{ 

I.L. E., 6 AIL, 322: L. E., 
11 1. A.. 20. 


366 

• 

I. L. E., 6 All., 406 . 


4080 

• 

12 Bom., 294 


3087 

• 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 229 • 


6060 

• 

2 Agra, Pt. II, 175 . 

. 

3263 



STABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6459 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Hirdhamun Jha v, Jinghoor Jha 

Hirdy Narain v. Allaoollah .... 

Hirji Jina v, Naixan Mulji . • • • 

Hisam-ood.deen Khan v. Khaleefa Unwar-ool-lab 
Hobeebo Sobair v, Hossein Ali . 

Hodgson V. Rupchand Hazarimul 
Hoffman v, Framjee 
HoGTg V. Denonatb Koondoo 

— V. Dinonatb Sreemanee 

— V, Green way . 

Holee Bam Doss v, Mibee Ram Gogooee 
Hollick. In tbe matter of 

Holloway v, Asman Roy . 

■' ■ ■ ' V, Holloway and Campbell . 

'■ V, Muddun Mobuu Lall 

■ — V, Wahid Ali ^ 

Holmes. In the matter of .... . 

Homabhaee v, Puujea Bhaee Dosabhaee • 

Honama v, Timannabhat ..... 
Hong-Kong and Shanghai Banking Corporation v, Bakar 

— " ■■ ■ V, . 

Honooman Dutt Roy v. Bhagbut Kishen . 

Honooman Singh v. Fell ...... 

Hooba Khan v, M unsub Ali ..... 

Hookum Bebee v. Mahomed Moosa Khan . 

Hoolash Koer v, Kassee Proshad .... 

Hoolas Kooeree v, Sufeehun . • . . . 

Hoolas Koonwar v, Man Singh ..... 

Hoolassee Ram v. Fursotum Lol • . . ^ 

Hoorul Munder v. Hurruck Dutt Khowas . 

Hootaboo Ravab v. Loom Ravah . . # | 

Hori Dasi Dabi v. Secretary of State for India . ^ 

Horidas Mai v. Mahomed Jaki 

Horil Pattuck v, Bbowaneeram . . . | 

Hori Narain Ghoso v. Administrator General of Bengal 
Horisb Chunder Roy v. Broj Soondur Mozoomdar 
Hormasji. Ex parte ...... 

Hormasji Cursetji Asbburner v, Bomanji Cursetji 
Asbbumer. j 

Hormasji Dorabji Vania v. Burjorji Jamsetji Vania 
Hormasji Karsetji V. Pedder .... 

Hormasji Sorabji v, Bholagir Guru Manjir 

Hormasji Temulji v. Mankuvarbai 

Horokisben Banerjee v, Joy kishen Mookei^ee 
Horomobun Mookerjee v» Ram Coomar Mitter 

Horro Narain Sboodba Kristo Berab 


I. L. R., 6 Calc., 711 . 

1. L. R., 4 Calc., 72 : 2 C L. 1 

R., 680. j 

12 Bom., 129 • • ^ 

2 N. W., 400 
6 W. R., S. C. C. Ref., 14 
6 Bom., 0. C., 39 
Cor., 7 . . , 

11 W. R., 666 . 

8 W. R., 447 

2 Hyde, 3 . . 

Cor., 97 : Bourke, A. 0. C., Ill 

6 W. R., 39 

2. B. L. R., A. a, 109: 10 
W. R., 447. 

10 W. R., 325 . 

I. L. R., 5 All., 71 
1. L. R.,8Calc., 446: 10 C. 
L. R.. 381. 

12 B. L. R.. 191, note: 16 
W. R., 140. 

1 Hyde, 99. 

6 W. R., P. C., 102 
I. L. R., 1 Bom., 669 

6 Bom., 0. C., 71 

7 Bom.,0. C., 186 

15 W. R., F. B., 6 

3 Agra, 148 
3 N. W., 37 

6 W, R., Mis., 13 
I. L. R., 7 Calc., 369 

8 W. R., 379 
3 Agra, 37 . 

3 N. W„ 63: Agra, P. B.,1 
Ed. 1874, 250. J 

22 W. R., 429 . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 440, note : 7 
C. L. R., 221. 

1. L. R.. 6 Calc., 228:4C.L. 
R 77. 

I.L. r!, llCaIc.434 . 

16 B. L. R.,273, note: 21 W. j 

R., 308. J 

3 C. L. R., 446 . 

6W. R., 16 

6 Bom., O. C., 64 • . . 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 260 . • 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 165 . 

12 Bom., 199 
6 Bom., A. C., 80 . . 

12 Bom., 262 • • | 

1 W. R., 299 
1 W. R., 226 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 890: 4 C. 
L. R., 32. 


239, 5726 
3970 

1475, 1489 
3092 
5246 

1766. 4754 
1730 
910 
4184 
3833 

1946, 6220 

6201, 6220 
3147 


1339 

2147, 4242 
2427 
697, 666 
656 
2387 
296 
5188 
3832 
87, 2462 
241, 3911 
2467 


624, 2857 

6207, 6208 
1996 
3176 

3322 

896 

637, 2833 


824 

620,2619 

62 

459, 1199 
6138 
8 

6311 

3019, 6279 



6460 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


petition of. 

Hossain Buksh Putooali v, Baroo Beparee 
Hossaini Bibi v. Peri Khaniin 
Hossain Ibrahim bin Johur v, Mutty Loll 
Hossain Khan v, Dinnobundhoo Pundah 
H ossein v, Bakir AH . • 

»■ ' V. Dickenson 


atoon 


Hosseina v. Jhainun Singh 
Hosseina Bibi v. Smith • « 

Hossein AH. In the matter of 

V. Hazara Begum 

Hossein Ali Khan v. Burkut Ali 

Hossein Ally v. Donzelle . • 

Hossein Aly v. Ashotosh Gangooly 
Hossein Beg. v. Jeewa Ram 
Hossein Buksh v, Ameeua Khatoon 


V, Empress 

V, Musund Hossein . 

V. Tussuduck Hossein 

Hossein Buksh Khan v. Roy Dhunput Sing 
Hosseinee v. Dickinson 
Hosseinee Jan v. Mukhdoomun 
Hosseinee Khanum v. Lallun 

— V. Rubia Khanum 

— " ■■■ V. Tijun Lall • 

Hossein! Begum. Ih the matter of . 
Hosseinooddeen Chowdhry v. Tajunnissa Khi 
Hotboor Laloong v. Hindoo Singh Mouz 
Hoti Lall V. Hardeo • 

Hovenden v. Akbar Ali 
Howard v, Nicoll .... 

■ V, Wilson 

Howard Brothers. In the matter of . 


Howrah Docking Co. v. “ Jean Louis, The 
Hoymobutty Debia Chowdhrain v. Koroona 
Debia Chowdhrain. 

Hoymobutty Dossee v. Sreekissen Nundy 

Hubeebool Hossein v. Allender 

. — t,. Land Mortgage Bank 

Hubeebool lah Khan v. Go wher Aly Khan 
Hubeebul Hossein 7). Muneeram 
Hubeebunissa v» Cox . • • 

Hubibul Hossein v. Mahomed Reza . 

Hub Lai V, Kanhia Lai 
Hub Lai Chowdhry v, Nittyanund Singh 
Hublal Sukul v. Ram Goti Dey Roy . 
Hufazuttoolah Chowdry v, Humeedbur Rohman 
Hughes V. Hughes . . • • • 


Moyee 



Column 

Volume and Page. 

of 

Digest. 

ej I.L. R., 4 Calc., 20 : 3 C. L.\ 
\ R., 93. 

4236 

, 6W. R.,49 

248 

. 1 B. L. R., 0. C., 45 . 

6227 

, Cor., 6 : 2 Hyde, 107 

2685 

. 1 W. R., 35 

3121 

. W. R., 1864. 302 . 

2837, 5650 

. 2 B. L. R., S. N., 3 

6687 

. 26 W. R., 323 . 

3797 

j 13 B. L. R., 440 ; 22 W. R., > 

\ 16. 

6616 

. 13W. R..295 . 

672, 3192 

. 12W. R., 344 . 

3671 

. 10 W. R., 372 . 

6210 

( I. L. R., 5 Calc., 906 : 6 C. L. ) 

( R., 239. 

568 

. 3 C. L. R., 30 

1889 

. 6 N. W., 139 

5272 

. 16W. R., 280 . 

2772 

20 W. R., 231 .. . 

3446 

I. L. R., 6 Calc.. 96 : 6 C. 

R., 521. j 

1266, 1854 

18 W. R., 260 . 

5242 

21 W. R., 245 . 

3197 

18 W. R., 289 . 

5359 

9W. R.,n2 

6687 

2 W. R., 44 

1780 

W. R., 1864, 117 

3241, 3721 

6 W. R., Act X, 14 

639 

14 W. R., 293 . 

1500, 3729 

I, L. R., 7 Calc., 434 . 

3687 

W. R., 1864, 199 

8653 

10 W. R., Cr.. 49 

960 

I. L. R., 5 All., 212 . 

205, 669 

L. R., 1 1. A., 76 

1567, 6033 

1 Bom., Ap., 85 . 

3101 

I. L. R.,4Calc., 231 : 2 C. L. 

370, 3090 

R., 488. 

3093 

11B.L. R.,254 . 

2656 

13 B. L. R., Ap., 9 

2668 

, Cor., 113 : 2 Hyde, 265 . 

2834 

8 W. R., 41 

415 

14 W. R., 68 

288, 470 
426, 3042 

14W. R., 44 

463, 6477 

14 W. R., 44 

463, 6477 

7W. R.,225 

1871 

24W. R.. 357 . 

4267 

W. R., 1864, 266 

6154 

1 I.L. R., 8 Calc., 192: 10 C. 1 

I L. R., 386. j 

1228, 4430 

1. L. R., 7 All., 365 . 

5456 

12C.L. R., 393 . 

6153 

lie. L. R., 581 . 

4612 

6 W. R., Mis., 123 

6535 

16W.R.,260 . 

2586 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6461 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Hughes Municipal Commissioners of Howrah . 

■ ' ■ V, Secretary of State for India • • 

Hukeem>oon-nisa v, Bhooria . . • . • 

Hukm Singh v, Zanki Lai ..... 
Hukumchand v. Hiralal ..... 

Hukum Chand Tekaram v, Bhugvantra 

Hulasi Maiku . . .... 

— ~ — V, Sheo Prasad ...... 

Hulkhory Lall v, Sheo Churn Lall ’ . 

Hullodhur Bangal v. Hogg ..... 

Hullodhur Mookerjee v, Kam Nath Mookerjee^ . 
Hulodhur Roy Chowdry v. Juddonath Mookerjee 
Hulodhur Santal V. Gonesh Santal • . . . 

Hulodhur Sen v, Gooroodass Roy .... 

" ' — . — '■ V. Seetul Chunder Bhoomick 

Hulse V, Luchmun Dass ...... 

Humeeda v. Budlun ...... 

Humeeda alias Khajoo v, Amatool Mehdee Begum 
Humeed-ool-lah Khan v, Pran Sookh .... 

Humutoollah Chowdhry v. Heerun .... 

Hunooman Chowbay v. Bindhoo Toraba . . . 

Hunooman Doss v. Koomeroonissa Begum . . ^ 

, Shamachurn Bhutta 

Hunooman Doss alias Nonnah Baboo v. Bipro Churn ) 
Roy. i 

Hunooman Persaud Pandey v, Mundraj Koonweree J 

Hunoomanpersaud Sahoo Kaleepersaud Sahoo . 
Hunooman Singh v. Crowdie ..... 

V. Suddolall ..... 

Hunsa Kooer v, Sheogobind Raoot .... 

Hunsbutti Kerain v, Ishri Dut Koer . . ^ 

Hunsraj Singh v, Cheka Singh ..... 

w. Rash Beharee Singh . .. 

Hunter. In the matter of the will of ... 

Hunt Mounet & Co. In re . . . • 

Hurbans Sahye v. Thakoor Purshad .... 
Hurbullubh Narain Singh v. Genda Maharaj • ^ 

Hurbuns Lall v, Sheo Narain Singh • • • • 

Hurbuns Sahai v, Bhairso Pershad .... 

Hurbuns Sahay. In the matter of the petition of ^ 

■ V. Thakoor Persad . . . ^ 

Hurchunder Ghose v, Wooma Soonduree Dossee . 
Hurchunder Gine. Ex parte ..... 
Hurchundra Kiilal v. Jafer Ali . 

Hurchund Singh v. Roopa Kooer .... 

Hurchum Doss v. Hazareemull 

Hurchurun Lai v, Toorab Khan .... 
Hurdei Beebee v, Surjoo Pershad • • . • 

Hurdeo v, Gunesheo Lall 


19 W. R., 339 . 

7 B. L. R., 688 . 

6 N. W., 23 

I. L. R., 6 All, 606 . 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 169 . 

1 Bom., 94 

I. L. R, 6 All., 236 . 

I. L R, 6 All , 455 . 

24 W. R, 109 
1 W. R, 189 
Marsh., 35 : 1 Hay, 71 
14 W. R, 162 . 

6 W. R., 60 

20 W. R., 126 
23 W. R, 85 

1 Agra, Mis, 1 
17 W. R., 525 . 

17 W. R, loe 

3 Agra, 280 . 

13 W. R, 62 
10 W. R., 336 

W. R, F. B, 40 : 1 Ind. Jur., 
0. S, 42. 

1 Hay, 426 . 

20W. R, 132 . 

6 Moore^s I. A ., 393 : 18 W, 
R,, 81, note, 

W. R, 1864, 285 . 

23 W. R, 428 . 

AV. R., 1864. 232 . 

24 W. R., 431 . 

1. L. R, 5 Calc., 512:4 C. L. 
R, 511. 

7 W. R, 211 
7 W. R, 211 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 420 . 

1 Bom., 261. . . ; 

I. L. R, 9 Calc., 209 . 

12 B. L. R, 473, note: 20 W. 
R., 257. 

21 W. R., 391 .. . 

4C.L. R,23 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 108 : 13 C. 
L. R., 285. 

1. L. R., 10 Calc, 108 : 13 C. 

L. R, 286. 

23 W. R, 170 . 

14 W. R, 62 . • 

20 W. R, Cr., 72 . , . 

4 N. W, 171 

1 Ind. Jur., S. 0., 12 . 

2 N. W., 176 
6 N.W., 309 

I 1 Agra, 36 ... 


606 

3792 

5192 

6066 

1829 

3130 

3487 

1473, 3721 
2515 

632 

2453 

1919 

178 

1169, 1177 
6114 
5483 
3669 

4653, 6097 

1588, 6631 

179 

4298, 5984 

1204,2981 

1984 


1500, 2083 
2740, 4017 
4158 
4005 
1162 
243 

1735,6753 
1406, 2191 

3706 

3706 

6215 

2658, 2670 
4287 
5143 


3468 

162, 6472 


303, 4767 
897 ' 
6192 
5117 

370, 4404 
3824 
202 
4267 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Namo of Case. 


Hnrdeo Narain Saboo v. Gridharee Sin^h . 

Hurdeo Narain Sahu v, Gridhari Singh 
Hurdeo Narain Singh v. Fuzia Hosscin • • 

Hurdwar Singh t;. Luchmun Singh . 

Hur Dyal N ag v, Roy Kristo Bhoomick 

Hnrdyal Oopudhya v. Mahomed Naeem • 

Hnrdyal Singh v. Heera Lall .... 

— ■ ■■ '■ ’ V, Kunhya Lall 

Buree Bungsho Banenee v. Ramessur Banerjee . 

Hureebuns Burhal t». Joykishen Mocker jee • . 

Hnree Chund v, Brij Komar Singh 

Huree Churn Bose v. Meharoonissa Bibee . 

Hureedyal Gooho Mojoomdar v, Gobind Chunder Pal 
Hureehur Mahtoon. In the matter of 
Hureehur Mojoomdar v. Churn Majhee . « 

Hureehur Mookerjee. In the matter of 

V. Biressur Banerjee . 

— Jodoonath Ghose 
— t). Judoonath Ghose . 

V, Mollah Abdoolbur . 

— V, Nobin Chunder Doss 

— V. Rajkishen Mookeijee 
V, Teencowree Dossee 

Hureehur Pershad Doss Puhraj v. Gocoolanund Doss 
Mohapattur. 

Hureehur Singh v, Dahee Sahoy .... 
Hnree Kishen v. Asmedh Eoonwar .... 
■ " " V. Nursing Narain .... 

Hureekishen Roy v. Shaikh Baboo .... 
Huree Kishore Ghose v. Komodinee Kant Banerjee 
Huree Kishore Roy v. Hur Kishore Adhikaree 

" V, Kaleekishore Sen . . 

- - - V, Muthoora Mohun Roy 

Huree Madhub Lahiree v. Hem Chunder Gossamee 
Huree Mohun Ghosaul v. Government . ... 

Hnree Mohun Mojoomdar v. Asgur Beharee 
Huree Mohun Mookeijee v, Gora Chand Mitter . 
Huree Mohun Mullick v, Kalinath Roy 
Huree Mohun Poddar v, Gureeboollah Mullick 
Huree Narain Chatteijee v, Wooma Churn Mookerjee . 

Hureenarain Gossain v. Shumbhoonath Mundul • 

Hnree Narain Roy v, Doorga Chum Deghooria • 

Huree Narain Singh «. Beljeet Jha .... 
Hureenath Koondoo v, Modhoo Soodun Saha 
Huree Nath Shaha o. Issen Chunder Shaha 
Huree Pandey v, Bassoo 

Huree Persad Malee v, Koonjo Behary Shaha • ^ 

Huree Pershad Mundul v. Nundkishore Singh 
Huree Ram v, Hur Pershad Singh «... 
Huree Ram v» Hur Pershad Singh . • • • 

Huree Sunkur Mookerjee v, Jogendro Coomar Mookerjee 
*■ v» - 



Column 

Volume and PaRe. 

of 

Difcest. 

19W. B.,227 

6479 

13 B. L. R., 103 . 

267 

1 W. R., 270 

3906 

3 Af'ra, 41 . . 

2444 

24 W. B., 107 . 

4153 

IN.W., PartII,p. 19: Bd.^ 
1873, 79. 

1640, 6016 

16 W. R., 107 . 

143, 3714 

19 W. B., 247 . 

6770 

6 W. B., Mis., 38 

3479 

6 W. B., 92 

2972 

1 Agra, Rev., 35 . . 

6267 

7 W. R., 318 

6319 

17 W. B., 387 . 

1169 

14 W. B., 167 . 

1224 

22 W. B., 355 . 

1782 

20 W. B., 202 . 

900, 6934 

6 W. B., Act X, 17 

6186 

7 W. E., 114 

6194, 5202 

10 W. R., 153 . 

6749 

17 W. B., 209 . 

3334, 3833 

20 W. B., 202 . 

900, 6922 
6934 

23 W. E., 236 . 

2270 

6 W. R., 170 

3368 

17 W. R., 129 . 

2416 

W. R., 1864, 260 

3960 

W. B., 1864, 67 . 

3314 

6 W. B., Act X, 63 

2886 

IW. B., 5 . 

1609 

10 W. E., 41 

547 

28 W. E., 134 . 

3337, 6616 

8 W. B., 114 

207, 1460 

17 W. R., 446 . 

1454 

22 W. E., 622 . 

6380 

2 N. W., 226 

3277 

23 W. R., 324 . 

6761 

2 W. R., Act X, 26 

3000 

26 W. E„ Cr., 16 

4729 

22 W. B., 417 . 

4192 

19 W. E., 169 . 

6316 

IW.E.,6 . 

2058, 2059 
4905 

17 W. R., 449 . 

4210 

24 W. E., 125 . 

3808 

19 W. B, 122 . 

219 

24 W. B., 316 . 

4911 

IIW.R.,267 . 

307 

W. R.,P. B.,29:lInd.Jar., 

0. S., 20: Marsh., 99 : 1 
Hay, 238. 

2792, 2916 
5682 

17 W. E., 479 . 

6140 

20 W. R., 80 

5410 

20 W. E., 397 . 

6410 

19 W. E., 66 

3779 

22 W. B., 220 . 

3779 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DWESTJ 


6468 


Name of Case. 


Hurendro Narain Singh Chowdhry. In the matter of ^ 
the petition of. i 

Hurendur Kishore v, Kadernath Mitter 
Hur Gobind v. Hurkho • . • • 

Hurhur Singh v, Ooma Kooer . • 

Huridas Nandi v, Jadunath Dutt 
Huri Moti Moddook v» Denonath Malo 
Hnri Pershad. In the matter of the petition of 
Hnri Ram v. Bhikaree Roy • • 

Huris Chundra Das v, Bolai Audhioaree • 

Hurish Chunder Bhuttachaijee v, Nufur Chnnder Kooer 
Hurish Chunder Chowdhry v. Chunder Monee Debia . 

— r " V. Ram Chunder Chowdhry . 

Hurish Chunder Chuckerhutty v. Hurree Bewah • 
Hurish Chunder Dam v. Gungadhur Bhuddro 
Hurish Chunder Dass v, Goureepershad Chatter jee 
Hurish Chunder Koondoo v. Bamakalee Debia . 

o. Mohinee Mohun Mitter 

Hurish Chunder Mitter. In the matter of the petition “) 
of; ^ , ] 

Hurish Chunder Mookeijee v. Mokhoda Debia 
Hurish Chunder Mullick v, Prosuno Coomar Banerjee . 
Hurish Chunder Paul v, Radha Nath Sein 
Hurish Chunder Roy v, Pooma Soonduree Debee . 

■ — ■ V. Puma Soonduree Debia . 

■■■'■ ' — V. Shonashee Dalai 

Hurish Chunder Roy Chowdhry v, Sree Kalee Mookeijee 
Hurish Chunder Shaha v. Hurish Chdnder Paul . . 

Hurish Chunder Sircar v. Azimooddeen Shaha . , 

Hurish Chunder Surma w. Brojonath Chuckerhutty 
Hurish Chunder Talaputtar o. O’Brien . 

Hurivallab Das Kallian Das v. Uttam Chand Manik 
Chand. j 

Hurjivan Virji Jamsetji Nowroji .... 
Hurkhoo Singh v. Ram Eishen «... 

Hurkishor Das Bhooya t?. Joogul Kishor Saha Roy | 

Hur Kisbore Audbicary v, Sudoy Chunder Nundeo 
Hurkishore Malo v. Bharoti Jelyani 
Hiirkoo Singh v. Ram Kishen . 

Hur Lall v. Manickipal . • 

Hurlal Roy v. Sooruj Narain Roy 
Hurmungal Singh v, Athul Singh 
Hurmutjan Bibi v, Podma Loebun Doss 
Hurmut-ool-nissa Begum v, Allahdia Khan 

Hurmuzi Begum v, Hirdaynarain • 

Hur Narain v. Shiam Soonder t • 

Hurnath Chatterjee v. Puttick Chunder Sumadar 
Hurnath De Khashkil v, Joygopal De Sarkar 
Huro Chunder Chowdhry v, Gobind Chunder Moitro 

,, Gobind Chunder Moitree 

Huro Chunder Chowdhry v. Kishen Coomar Chowdhry 
Huro Chunder Doss Chowdhry v, Raip Coomar Chowdhryj 
Huro Chunder Goho v. Dunn .... 


Volume and Paf?e. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 

I. L. K., 11 Calc., 762 . 

4492 

low. B., 188 . 

4210 

1 Af^ra, 116 

6773 

16 W. R., 93 . . . 

4167 

6B.L.B.,Ap.,66:14W.R.,79 

6282 

19 W. B., Or., 47 . 

6995 

24 W. R., Cr., 60 . 

261, 6151 

25 W. B., 20 

4199 

16 W. R., Cr., 75 

4626, 5994 

9W. R..461 

2352 

24 W. R., 268 .. . 

6604 

18W, R., 528 . 

1686 

20 W. R., 16 . . . 

682 

25W.R., 181 . 

6180 

16 W. B., 163 . 

2362 

5 W. B., 194 .. . 

1374 

9 W. B., 582 . 

2982 

10B.L.R., 79:18 W.R, 209 

1674 

17 W. R., 666 .. . 

2362 

22 W. R., 303 . 

135, 1786 

IIW. R.,328 . 

139 

18W. R., 36 

329, 4939 

18 W. R., 125 .. . 

4939 

14W. R.,466 . 

640 

22 W. K., 274 . 

3008 

26 W. R., 326 .. . 

4896 

W. B., P. B., 180 . 

6276 

13 W. R., 96 

3340, 6246 

14 W. R.. 248 . 

5692, 6709 

8 Bom., 0. C., 236 

2106 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 63 

4818 

6 W. R., Mis., 44 

6977 

12B.L.R., 293, note: 16 W.) 
R., 281. i 

1181 

17 W. R., 80 

24 W. R., Cr., 61 . 

6 W, R., Mis., 44 

3 N. W., 176 .. . 

3 W. R„ 7 

4 N. W., 15 . . . 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 33 , 

17 W. R., P. C.. 108 . 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 921 : 6 C. ) 
L. B., 133. j 

IN.W., 211 : Ed. 1873, 264 : > 

1908, 6922 
3738 
3640 
4012 
6984 

5690, 6746 
2964 
3694 

< 3377 

2918 

Arts, F. B., Ed. 1874, 188 ‘ 

3 N. W. 112 

2919 

18 W, R., 612 

167, 3468 

16 W. R., Cr., 76 

974, 4626 

16 W. R , 178 . 

6103 

17 W. R., 266 . 

6769 

6 W. B., 27 

68 

2 W. R., 264 

194 

6 W. E., Act X, 66 

6192 



6464 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 



Volume and Page. 



Huro Chnnder Roy v, Monee Mohinee Dossee • . 3 W. R., S. C 

' V, Surnamoyi . . « . I. L. R., 13 ( 

Haro Churn Narain Singh ti. Roochee Dohey . . 6 W. R., Act 

Huro Doss v, Grobind Bhuttacharjee . . • . 12 W. R., 30 

H urodoss Dostedar v, Huro Pria . . . . 21 W R., 30 

Hurodoot Narain Singh v. Beer Narain Singh . . 11 W. R., 48 

Huro Gobind Bhukut v, Degumbree Debia . . . 9 W. R., 217 

Huro Gobind Biswas v. Duinountee Dabee . . . 13 W. R., 30 

Hurogobind Doss v. Kalachand Shaha . . . 6 W. R., Act 

Hurogobind Pal v, Huro Soondaree Chowdhrain . . 18 W. R., 31' 

Hurokrishno Doss v, Motee Chand Baboo . . .8 W. R., 260 

Huro Ball Biswas v. Huro Cbunder Roy • . . 12 W. R., 89 

Huro Lall Doss v, Soojawut Ali • . . . 8 W. R., 197 

Huro Lall Saha V. Tirthanund Thakoor . , { R 417 

Huro Mohun Mookerjee v. Goluck Chunder Sirkar , 12 W. R., 25i 

V. Kadarnath Doss , . 6 W. R., Act 

- ■ ■ V. Lalun Monee Dassee • , 1 W. R., 5 

» ■ ' n Mohendronath Ghose • ,16 W. R., 13^ 

. ... 2 ,, Ram Coomar Mitter . , 1 W. R., 225 

V. Thakoor Doss Mundul . 1 W. R., 112 

Huro Mohun Roy v. Khettromonee Dossee . . 12 W. R., 37$ 

Huro Monee v. Kristo ludro Shaha . . . . 17 W. R., 22( 

Huromonee alias Huromonee Debia v. Ramkishore } « w d h/i* 
Anharjee. j 6 W. K., Mis. 

Huromonee Debia v, Tumeezoodeen Chowdhry . . 7 W. R., 181 

Huromonee Dossee. In the matter of . , . 17W.*R., 48 

Huromonee Gooptia v, Gobind Coomar Chowdhry . 5 W. R., 51 

Huromoni Dasi v. Panchoo Ram Biswas . • . 11 C. L. R., 5 

Huro Narain Giree v. Durga Churn Giree • . . 15 W. R.. 3H 

Huro Nath Dass v. Roma Nath Surma . . . 26 W. R., 32] 

Huronath Pattur v. Nitto Paramanick . . . 22 W. R., 51! 

Huronath Rai v, Indoo Bhoosun Deb Rai . . . 8 W, R., 135 

Huro Nath Roy. In the matter of the petition of . 7 W, R., 482 

V. Ameer Biswas . . • . 1 W. R., 231 

V, Anund Chunder Roy . . .1 W. R., 329 

. ■ q), Bindoo Bashinee Debia . . • 3 W. R., Act 

■ V. Chittramoney Dossee . , . 3 W. R , Act ! 

» ' ' V. Gooroodoss Roy . . . • 7 W. R., 423 

" V. Indro Bhoosun Deb Boy . .GW. R., Mis. 

■ V. Jogendur Chunder Roy . . . 6 W. R., 218 

■ V, Kasheenath Roy . . . . W. R., 1864, 1 

• V, Kumola Kant Chuckerbutty . . 6 W. R., Act 

• V, Mirtiomoyee Dabee . . . W. R., 1864, 

- ■ V. Mothoora Nath Acharjee . . 7 W. R , 4 . 

V, Nistarini Chowdhrain . • • 13 C. L. R., 1 

Huronath Roy Chowdhry v, Golucknath Chowdhry , 19 W. R., 18 

Huro Nath Sircar v. Preo Nath Sircar • . , 7 W. R., 249 

Huro Nauth Roy v. Indoobooshun Deb Roy . . 2 Hay, 802 . 

Huro Pershad Bhuttacharjee v, Bhyrub Chunder Mo- 7 g w R 391 

joomdar. j * 

Huropershad Chowdhry v. Shamapershad Roy Chowdhry 6 W. R., Act 
Huro Pershad Chuckerbutty v, Sreedam Chunder Chow- j 20 W R 16 


S. C. C. Ref., 6 
13 Calc., 266 . 
, Act X, 30 
304 . 

30 

i., 480 . 

I 217 
304 . 

Act X, 26 
316 . 

260 

.,89 

197 

R., 437, note 
I 417. 

., 255 
Act X, 25 
5 

, 135 . 

225 

112 

. 372 . 

, 220 . 


6 W. R., Mis., 124 

7 W. R., 181 
17W.-R.,48 

5 W. R., 51 

11 C. L. R., 614 . 

15 W. R., 319 
26 W. R., 321 . 

22 W. R., 517 . 

8 W. R., 135 
7 W, K., 482 
1 W. R., 231 

1 W. R., 329 

3 W, R., Act X, 26 
3 W. R , Act X, 122 
7 W. R., 423 

6 W. R., Mis., 33 
6 W. R., 218 

W. R., 1864, 338 . 

6 W. R., Act X, 66 

W. R.. 1864, Act X. 66 

7 W. R , 4 . 

13 C. L. R., 14 . 

19 W. R., 18 

7 W. R., 249 

2 Hay, 802 . 

8 W. R., 391 

6 W. R., Act X, 107 


3747, 6064 
5705 

509, 3121 
2365 
6319 
1696 
IKK) 
3395 
894 
4394 
6986 
1696 
4150 
6(X)8 
3822 
3394 
353 
1604 
1637 
6382 
385 

650, 651 
2974 
135 
855 

3061, 6632 
6632 






TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Huro Persliad Roy v, Gopal Das Dutt • . 

— - — V, Ram Loclmn Mnndul 

Huro Pershad Roy Chowdbry v. Fool Kislioree Dossee . 

1 ,. Manick Lushkur 

, ■■ - — Ram Chunder Baboo . 

■■ — V. Ramessur Misary Malia 

Huropersbad Roy Cbowdbry v, Sbamapersbad Roy ^ 
Chowdbry. i 

m — Shibo Sbunkuree 

Chowdrain. 

Huro Pershad Roy Chowdbry v» Wooma Tara Debee 
Huro Prasad Roy Cbowdbry v. Chundee Churn Boy- ( 
ragee. C 

Huroprosad Roy v, Kaliprosad Roy .... 

Huro Prosad Roy v. Womatara Debee . • | 

Huro Prosunno Bhuttacbarjee v, Bbyrub Chunder Mo- j 
joomdar. ^ j 

Huro Soonduree Boistobee v, Joy Doorga Boistobee 
Hurosoonduroe Clio wdb rain v, Aiiund Mobun Gbose ) 
Chowdbry. ) 

Huro Soonduree Chowdbraiu v, Anundnatb Roy Chow- 
dhry. ) 

Huro Soonduree Chowdbrain v. Bungsbee Mobun Doss . 
Huro Soonduree Debee t). Sreedbur Bhuttacbarjee 
H uro Soonduree Debia v. Brojo Gobind Shaba 

— V. Doorgadoss Bhuttacbarjee . 

» ■ — j}. Punchooram Mundul . • 

_ V, Ramdhun Bhuttacbarjee 

. , Stevenson « . • • 

■■ ' " '■■■■ - V, Unno Poorna Debia 

Hurosoonduroe Dossee v. Bungsecmobun Doss 

- - V, Noorooddeeu .... 

Hurpaal Singh v. Zahoorun ..... 
Hurpershad. In the matter of the petition of . • 

■' '■ V, Khowanee ..... 

V. Lain 

V, Mata Buksh 
w. Oodit Narain 

Hurpershad Roy v. Badree Narain Gir 
Hur Proshaud Boy v, Enayet H ossein 

Hurpursbad v. Sbeo Dyal 

Hurradbun Mookerjee v, Motbooranatb Mookerjee 

Hurrak Singh v, Toolsee Ram Saboo . 

Hurran Chunder Gangooly v. Sliib Chunder Mitter 
Hurree Dyal Chukee v, Birjessurree Dossee 
Hurreehur Mookerjee v, Ooma Moyee Dossee 

Hurree Mobun Thakoor v, Andrews . 


I. L. R., 9 Calc., 256 : 12 C.') 
L. R., 129 ; L. R., 9 I. A., 

e%.u.,i4s . J 

16 W. R., 308 . 

12 W. R., 343 , 

7W. R., 360 

24 W. R., 461 . 

5 W. R., Mis., 52 . 

13W. R.,47 

16W. R., 194 . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 606 : 12 C. 
L. R., 251. 

l.L. R., 9Calc., 290 . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 263 : 8 C. 
L. R., 449. 

17W. R.,257 . 

13 W. R., 112 .. . 

7W.R., 459. . 

3W. R., 8 . 

8W. R.,332 
17W. R., 352 . 

4 W. R., Mis., 12 

16W. R.,216 . 

24 W. R., 226 . 

7W. R.,276 

6 W. R., Mis., 13 

11 W. R., 550 . 

sV. R., Mis., 28 
IIW. R., 325 . 

2 Agra, 202 

24 W. R., Cr., 60 . 

5 N. W.. 18 

3N.W., 60; Agr8,F.B.,Ed. 
1874, 246. 

3 Agra. 225 

1 Agra, Rev., 60 . 

1 N. W., 14 

2 C. L. R., 471 . 

L. R., 3 I. A., 259 : 26 
W. R., 66. 

7 W. R., P. C., 71 : 4 Moore's 
I. A., 414. 

11 W. R., 84 . . 

2 Hyde, 237 

Marsh., 604 

12 W. R., 625 . 

W. R., 1864, 30 . 



6466 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Hurree Narain Mookenea. In the matter of 
Hurreenath Doss v. Kalee Pershad Roy 
Hnrrender Lai Sahoo v, Rajender Pertab Sahee . 

Hurri Mohun Acharjee v. Okhoy Kumar Bose 
Hurri Mohun Bagchi v, Griah Chunder Bandopadhya 
Hurri Mohun Mullick v, Goburdhun Dass . 

Hurri Narain Roy Chowdhry v, Joy Durga Dassi 
Hurrinath Muzoomdar v, Moran & Co. 

Hurri Prasad V. Jaumua Prasad 

Hurriprosad Dutta. In the matter of the petition of 
Hurris Chunder Nag v, Abbas Ali . * 

Hurrish Chunder Chowdhry v. Kalisunderi Debi . 

Hurrish Chunder Chowdhry v. Rajender Kishore Roy 
Chowdhry. 

Hurrish Chunder Koond v, Gopal Barooye . 

Hurrish Chunder Koondoo v, Alexander 
Hurrish Chunder Roy v. Collector of Jessore 

Hurri Sunkur Mookeijee v, Muktaram Patro . | 

Hurro Chunder Chuckerbutty v. Ram Kissore Chucker-") 
butty. ^ ) 

Hurro Chunder Mookerjee v, Hullodhur Mookerjee 
Hurro Chunder Paul. In the matter of the petition of . 
Hurro Chunder Roy v, Lallchund Banerjee . 

— V, Obhoy Churn Sircar . 

Hurro Chunder Roy Chowdhry v. Sooradhoonee Dabea j 
Hurro Coomaree Dossee v, Tarini Chum Bysack • 
Hurro Durga Chowdhrain v, Sharrat Soondery Debia 


■ V, Sumt Sundari Debi 

Hurro Gohind Bhukut v. Digumburee 
Hurro Gohind Biswas. In the matter of 
Hurro Gobind Raha v. Ramrutno Dey 
Hurro Kisto Doss v, Ramanundo Doss 

Hurro Lall Shaha. In the matter of the petition of 

Hnrromohun Audhikaree v, Auluck Monee Dossee 
Hurro Mohun Gaen v. Bonomalee Mitter . 

Hurro Mohun Mookerjee v, Brojokishore Roy 

■ V. Chintamonee Roy 
Hurromonee Dossea v, Onookool Chunder Mookerjee 
Hurro Narain Singh v, Bykunt Narain Singh 

Hurro Nath Bhunjo v, Chunni Lall Ghose . 

Hurronath Bhuttacharjee v, Harvev . 

Hurronath Chowdhry v. Huree Lall Shaha 

■ " ' ' «. Nistarini Chowdrani 

- - V. Rajender Chunder Boy . 

Hurronath Mullick v. Nittanund Mullick 
Hurronath Roy v. Gobind Chunder Dutt • • 

V. ' 


2 C. L. R., 618 . 

6164 

22 W. R., 474 . 

2720 

1 W. R., 260 

83 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 14 

1636 

1 C. L. R., 152 . 

1162 

3 C. L. B., 459 . 

2814 

2 C. L. R., 17 

6736 

W. R, 1864, Act X, 127 

401 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 453 : 7 

L. B.,491. 

496 

26 W. R., Cr., 61 . 

5161 

6 W. R., 204 .. . 

3167 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 482 ; 12 C.) 

241, 1871 

L.R.,611:L R., 101. A, ,4.) 

1929,3096 

18 W. R., 293 . 

2216 

3 W. R.. Act X, 168 . 

2841 

March., 479 

5176, 5185 

I. L. R., 3 Calc. 712 . 

1877 

16B.L.R.,238 : 24 W. R., 
154. 

5075 

W.R., 1864, 142 . 

5143 

W. R., 1864, 166 . 

51 

20 W. R., Cr„ 76 

2767, 6249 

Marsh., 266 : 2 Hay, 48 . 

880 

2W. R.,ActX,72 

4933 

B.L. R., Snp, Vol., 986 : 9^ 
W. R., 402. i 

3189, 3193 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 766 

3169 

I. L, R., 4 Calc., 674 : 3 C. L.'J 
B., 417. > 

2700, 3834 

I. L. R.,8 Calc, 332: I. R., 

1200, 1480 

9 I. A., 1. 

3834 

9 W. R., 217 .. . 

3844 

7 W. R., 246 .. . 

3847 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 67 . 

5183, 6596 

22W. R.,274. . 

683 

I. L. B., scale., 570: 10 C. J 
L. B.. 409. } 

4668 

1 W. R., 262 .. . 

2198 

11 W. B., 369 

6259 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 103 

1662 

2 W. R., Act X, 19 

3010 

8 W. B., 461 .. . 

4033, 6105 

14W. R.,61 

4471 

1. L. R., 4 Calc,, 877: 3 C.l 
L. R., 161. 3 

1940, 3620 

26W. B.,23 

4455, 6085 

11 W. B., 477 .. . 

3283, 3348 

I.L.R., lOCalo.,74 . 

176 

16W. R.,Cr., 1 . 

6598 

lOB, L. R..263 . 

1836 

5W,R.,ActX, 11 . 

1694 

6 W-R., Act X, 2 

16 B. L. R., 120 : 23 W. R.,^ 
362 : L. B., 2. 1. A., 193. ) 

1594, 1663 

1694 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume aud Page. 


Hurronatli Roy v, Gooroo Doss Biswas • 

■ ' V, Krishna Coomar Bukshce 

V, Maheroolah Mollah 

Hurropersaud Roy v, Shamapersand Roy 
Hurro Pershad Ghosal v, Hurro Mo nee Deheo 
Hurropershad Roy v. Bhupendro Narain Duti 
— — V, Gopal Dass Dutt 


Hurro Proshad Roy ■ 

Hurro Soondari Dobia v, Keshub Ch under Aeharjee 
Hurrosoondary Dassee v. Jugobundhoo Dutt 

Hurro Soondoree Dabea v» Kally Mobun • . 

Hurro Soondery v. Muddun Mohun Dutt 
Hurro Soondery Chowdhrain. In the matter of * 
Hurro Soondery Debea Chowdranee v. Rajessuree Debe 
Hurro Soondery Debia v. Ameena Begum . 

Hurrosoondory Dosseo v, Callypudo Dutt 

Hurrosoondree Debiah v. Pran Kishen Singh . 

llurrosoondree Dibiah v. • 

H urro Soondureo th Sonaton Doss 
Hurro Sunduree Dosseo v, Ciiunder Mohinec Dossce 
Hurrosundari Dabi v. Brojobari Das Manji 
Hurro Sundari Dabia. In the matter of the petition 
of. 

Hurro Sundari Dabia v, Chunder Kant Bhuttacharjo 
Hurro Sunderi Dosseo v, Gopee Suuderi Dossee . 
Hurruck Chund Golicha. In re • • • 

Hurruck Singh. In the matter of . . . 

Hurry Charau Bose v, Subaydar Sheikh . •. 

Hurry Churn Chuckerbutty v. Empress . • 

Hurry Churn Dass v, Nimai Chand Keyal . 

Hurry Doss Bonerjee. In the goods of . • 

Hogg .... 

Hurrydoss Dutt v, Uppoornah Dossee 

Hurry Doyal Guho v. Din Doyal Guho 

Hurry hur Mookerjee v, Mohesh Chunder Banerjoe 

Hurry Kissen Doss v, Lall Soon dor Doss 
Hurry Kisto Roy v. Motee Lall Nuudee 
Hurrymohun Bagchi v. Giris Chunder Bundopadhya 
Hurry Mohun Mozoomdar v. Dwarka Nath Sein . 


3 W. R., Act X, 19 
L.R.,13 1. A., 123: 1. L. R.,> 
14 C3alc., 147. j 

B, L. R., Sup. Vol., 618: 7^ 
W. R., 21. i 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 654 : 1 C. L. ^ 
R., 499: L. R.,6I. A., 31.) 
8 W. R., 210. 

I.L. :R., 6 Calc., 201: 7 C.7 
L. R., 79. ) 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 258 . 

I. L R., 3 Calc., 817 : 2 C. L. 1 
R., 450. ) 

5 0. L. R., 257 . 

I. L. R , 6 Calc., 203 : 7 C. ] 
L. R., 61. i 

Marsh., 138: W. R, F. B., ^ 
46:1 Hay, 301. ) 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 34 
I. L. R., 4 Calc., 20 : 3 C. L. 7 
R., 93. i 

2 W. R., 321 

lind. Jur., N. S..188:5 W. > 
R., Act X, 72. 3 

14 B. L. R., Ap., 11: 23 W.} 
R., 136- ) 

6 Moore’s I. A., 491 

7 Moore’s I. A., 16 
25 W. R., 464 

3 W. R., 200 
I. L. R., 13 Calc., 80 
I. L. K., 6 Calc., 17: C C. L.^ 

R., 303. > 

1. L. R., 6 Calc., 17 : 6 C. L. ^ 
R., 303. ) 

10 C. L. R., 559 . 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 605 : 6 C. L- ) 
R., 382. > 

11 W. R., 107 • 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 161 . 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 140 
L. R., 358. 


I. L. R., 10 Calc., 138; 

C.L. R , 207. 

I. L. R.. 4 Calc., 87 
1 Ind. Jur., O. S., 86 . 

6 Moore’s I, A., 433 
I. L. R., 9 Calc., 479 : 13 
L. R., 93. 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 623 : 

W. R.. 176. 

1 Ind. Jur., O. S., 32 
14 W. R., 36 
1 C. L. R., 152 . 

18 W. R., 42 


13 ^ 
) 


o.| 

'S 



6472 


TiBLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


N4U]ie of Case, 


Volume and Pafrc. 


Colomn 

of 

Digest. 


Indromonee Burmonee v. Suroop Chunder Paul 

Indiomoni Chowdhrani v. Behari Lai Mullick 

Indro Narain Misser v. Kristo Chunder Mabto 
ludubansi Kunwar v, Gribhirun Kunwar . 

Indur Chandm Du^ar v. Lachmi Bibi 
Indur Chunder Baboo Oozeer Ali Khan . 

Indur Chunder Doogar v, (Jopal Cl)and Satia 

V, Official Assignee . 

Indur Chundra Doogur v. Kuttuii Kooinai-eo Bibeo 
Indurjeet v, Sewaram alias Munecram 
Indurjeet Kooer v, Chundeeraun Misser 

— V, J umna Doss . , 

- — ' V, Luchmee Kooer 

i}, Lucbmun Singh . 

Induijeet Koonwar v» Brij Bilas Lall 

■'■ ■■ V. Mazum Ali Khan 

Indui^’eefc Singh v. liadhey Singh 
Inglis Ham Singh «... 
Inhabitants of Alahalingpore v, Anderson • 

Innes. In the goods of • 

Intizam Ali Khan v, Narain Singh 
Iradat Khan v, Dabee Dyal 
Irfan Biswas t;. J innut Bibee • • • • 

Irshad Ali v, Kadhu Shah 

Irtaza Hossein v. Hurry Pershad Singh . . 

Irvine v. Thacharakavil Mana Vikraven Tiramelpad of 
Nilambur. 

Irvine v. Union Bank of Australia • 

Isac Mahomed v, Bai Fatina . , , 

Isak Mahamad v, Bai Khatija . 

Isan Chandra Singh v. Haran Sirdar . 

Isan Chunder Banerjee v. Luchun Gope 

Ishana Oabia v, Grija Kant Lahiry Chowdhry 
Ishan Chandra v. Sujan Bibi 
Ishan Chandra Das v. Rukimuddin Sowdagar 

Ishan Chandra Ghose v. Haris h Chandra Banerjee 
Ishan Chandra Mookerjee v, Loke Nath Roy , ♦ 
Ishan Chandra Roy v, Ashanulla 

Ishan Chunder Bandopadhya v, Indronarain Gossami 

Ishan Chunder Banerjee v, Juggut Chunder Doss , 
Ishan Chunder Behara v, Ramlochun Behara 

Ishan Chunder Chattopadhya v, Shama Chum Dutt ^ 

Ishan Chunder Chowdh^^ Bhyrub Chunder Chowdhry 

— V. Chunder Kant Roy • 

— — Jugodishuree . , 

— V. Sharoda Goopteah • 


12 B. L. B., 291, note: 15 
W. R., 395. 

1180 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 770 : 6 0. L. 

2112,2114 

R., 183 : L. R., 7 I. A., 21. 

14 W. R., 362 

1920 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 289 . 

3417 

7B.L. R., 682:15 R., 501 

1341, 2577 

7 W. R., 338 

5729 

11 W. R., 230 

1880 

]1 W. R., 100 

239, 2630 

7 W. R., 376 

5314 

6 N. W.. 16 

1926 

16 W. R., 99 

2244 

14 AV. R., 164 

45 

14 W. R., 349 

5286 

24 W. R., 66 

439 

3 W, R., 130 

1925 

6 W. R., Mis., 76 

1923, 3536 

21 W. R„ 269 

3817 

VV. K., F. B., 169 

4399 

7 B. L. R., 452, note . 

2784, 2853 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 43 : 16 W. 
R., 253. 

1237 

I. L. R., 6 All., 316 . 

5476 

1 Apra, 180 

3432 

26 W. R., Or., 63 

982 

13 B. L. R., Ap., 1 : 21 W. 1 
R., 188. 

5751 

7 W. R., 241 

3142 

7 Mad., 235 

1386 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 280 . 

943 

1. L. R., 10 Bom., 487 . 

1074 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 96 . 

4799 

3B.L. R.,A. C.,136:11W. 

R., 625. 

1727, 5709 

I. L. R., 6 Calc-., 699 : 5 C. ^ 
L. R., 639. ) 

5120, 5707 

3 C. L. R., 572 . 

3216, 3490 

7 B. L. R., 14 : 15 W. R., 331 

4788 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 326, nute 

4137 

9 B. L. R., 218, note : 12 W. ' 
R., 369. 

777 

6B. L. E., Ap., 12: 14 W. : 

168, 6089 

8 B. L, R., 637, note : 16 W. 

R., 79. 

550 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 788 : 12 C. ] 

L. R., 391. j 

824 

13 W. E., 44 . . . 

3983 

9 W. R., 79 . . . 

1766, 4454 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 41 : 12 C. 1 

L. R., 414. j 

3033 

6 W. R., 21 . . . 

1783 

13 C. L. R., 65 . . . 

3 

8 W. R., 267 

3541 

12 W. R., 487 . . 

6111 



TAI3LK OF CASKS IN THE DKSEST. 


6473 


Name of Case 


Volume and Papo. 


Islian Chundcr Ghose. In the matter of • 

— w. Nobin Pal 

Ishan Chunder Mitter v, Buksh Ali Soudaj?ur 
Ishaii Chunder Mojoomdar v, Sreekant Nath 


‘ V, Ashanoollah Khan 
' V. Busaruddin 


• V, Tarruck Chunder Banerjeo 


Ishan Chunder Seiii v. Kenaram Ghose « 

Ishancswary Basee v. Gopaldas Butt 
Ishankishor Acharjee Chowdhry v, Haris Chandra C 
Chowdhry. t 

Ishar Bas v, Masud Klian ..... 
Ishen Chunder Chowdhry v. Bhyruh Chunder Chowdhry 
Ishen Chunder Kurmokar v. Hurry doyal Kurmokar 
Ishen Chunder Sen v. Onath Nath Beb 
Ishen Cli under Shaba. In the matter of the petition of 
Ishen Chunder Singh v. Shaina Churn . . 

Ishera Yarn Mills Company v. Abdool Kurreem . . | 

Ishore Ghose v. Hills | 

ishree Dyal v. Banyadee 'lo warec .... 
Ishree Pershad Rae v. Beharee Lai .... 
Ishri V. Gopal Saran 

Ishri Bat v. Harnarain Lai ..... 
Ishri Prasad v. Sham Lai ..... 

Ishri Singh v. Baldeo Singh . . . . J 

Ishur Chunder Biswas v. Bissumbhur Biswas • . 

Ishur Chunder Kurmokar v, Seeiuldoss Mitter 
Ishur Chunder Mundul v. Sham Chunder Boss 

Ishur Chundcr Surmah v. Boyamoye Bebea . ^ 

Ishur Butt Mundul v, Shib Pershad Thakoor 
Is’huree Persad Narain Singh v, Lai Chutlerput Singh . 
Ishur Kant Bhadooree. In the matter of . 

Ishvargar Biidhgar v. Candasania Amarsang 

Ishwar Chunder Butt v. Ilamkrishna Bass . | 

Ishwardas Gulabchand v. G. I. P. Railway Company 
Ishwardas Jagjivandas v, Bosibai .... 

Iskri Ishree Baklishi 

Ismail Beari v, Abdul Kader Bcari .... 

Ismail Hadjee Huhbeeb v. Mahomed Hadjce Joosub 

Ismail Haji Abdulla. In re 

Ismail Khan v, Bhondoo 

Ismail Kooer. In the matter of the petition of . ^ 

Ismail Saheh v. Arumnga Chetti .... 

Ismail valad Ahmed Barucha v, Kassam valad Azam 7 
Bupli. j 

IsreepersLad Rae v. Toolsoeram .... 



16 W. R., 362 . . • . 

6621 


13 B. L. R., 377, note . 

679 


Marsh., 614 . . 

2515. 6403 


9 \V. R., 110 . 

4711 

n of 

I.L. R., 6 Calc., 707 : 8 C.') 
L. R., 62. j 

3463 


I. L. R., 10 Calc., 817 . 

1934 


6 C. L. R , 132 . 

3801 


18W. R., 238 . 

2792 

r Boss 

21W. R.,26 

1608, 5081 


12 W. R., 381 

4933 

. 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 72.3 . 

5457, 5402 


13 B. L. R,, Ap., 42 : 21 W. 2126 
R 381. ) 

I. L ‘ R., 6 All., 70 . . 4891,5852 


5 W. R , 21 , . . 

2295 

3C. L. R, 263 . 

1305, 5167 

18 W. R., 16 . . . 

781, 6236 

19 W. R., Cr., 34 

74 

W. R., 1864, 3 . 

4601 

Bourke. 0. C., 270 

421J 

W. R.,F. B., 148 : 1 Ind. Jur., 1 

1648, 1650 

0. S., 25 : 1 Hay, 350. j 

6184, 6788 

4 N. W., 7 '. . . 

2882 

2 N. W., 243 , 

2987 

I. L. R.. 6 All,, 351 

5625 

I.L. R., 3 All, 334 . 

4993 

I. L. R., 7 All, 871 

5518 

I. L. R., 10Calc..792: L.R„ 


111. A., 135. 

W. R., 1864, 107 

4174 

17 W. R., Cr., 47 

1326 

W. B , 1864, 312 . 

1438 

I.L. B, 8 Calc., 864: 11 C. I 

3086 

L. R.. 135. 3 

15 W. R., 290 

6581 

3 Moore’s I. A., 100 

• . 6370 

24 W. R., 233 . 

• 3881 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 548 . 

268 

I. L. R , 6 Calc., 902 : 0 C. L. 

1161 

R., 421. 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 120 . 

4708 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 316 . 

367, 1692 
3459 


1. L. R., 6 All., 96 
I. L. R., 6 Mad., 319 . 

13 B. L. R., 91 : 21 W. R.,7 
303. 

I, L. R., 6 Bora., 452 . 

IN. W., 26: Ed. 1873, 24 
B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 1007 : 9 ) 
W. 11., 448. 5 

1 Mad., 427 • ' . 

9 Bom., 46 . . 

3 Agra, 352 


959 

2269 

213, 2822 
4713 

2282, 3087 
3632, 4663 
1644 

1933 

3143, 4423 
796 
1188 



6470 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name o! CaBC. 


Imambundee v, Bhugwandass . 
Imambundee Begum v, Sheo Dyal Ram 
Imami Begam v. Gobind Prasad 
Imamooddeen Sowdagur v. Abdool Sobhan 
Imam Saheb v. Kasim Saheb 
Imamuddin v, Shah Jan Bibi . 

Imamun v. Hurdyal Singh 
■ " ' V, Mahomed Majeedoollah 
■' Nunnoo. 

Imam-un-nissa Bibi v. Liakat Husain 
Imandi Khan, In the matter of 
Im bichi Koya v. Kakkunuat Upakki 
Imbichi Fatama. £x parte 

Imdad Ali v, Koothy Begum . 


V, Nijabat Ali . 


Imdad Ali Khan v. Collector of Farakhabad 
Imdad Hossein v. Alikoonnissa , 

V. Hosseinee Bukah 

■ • ■ — V. Mahomed Ali Khan 

V. Stack . • 

Imdad Husain v. Mannu Lai 

■ " ■' V. Tasadduk Husain 


Immedy Kaunga Ramaya Qaundan v. 
balam. 

Imperatrix v, Abdulla 

. 0 , Baban Khan 

V. Bhagwan Dcoraj • 

'■ ” ■ V. Bhawani 
— — ' V. Dongaji Andaji . 

- V. Dossaji Gulam Husein 

V, Gowdapa 

*4 V. Irbasapa 

V, Kakde . • 

V, Khimchand Narayan 

— • V, Lakshman Sakharam" 


Ramaswami Am* 


V. Padmananbh Pai 

- V. Pitamber Jina 

V, Popat Nathu 

■> V, Rama Prema 

’ ' ■' '■ ■ '■ V, Sirsapa 

Imperial Banking and Trading Company 



DasHarjivan Das. 

Imrit Konwur v. Roop Narain Singh . 
Imrit Kooer v. Lalla Debee Pershad Singh 
Imrit Lall Thakoor v, Nuckshed Suhaye 

Imrit Nath Jha v, Roy Dhunput Sing 

Imrit Singh v. Koylaahoo Koer 
Imtiaz Begam v. Liakat-«n-nissa Begam 

— ' V, " ■■ ' 

Ina Sheikh v. Qu#*en-Em press , • 

Inayat Khan v. Rahmat Bibi 
Inayut Ali v. Furzund Ali • 


Atmaram ■) 
Madhavji. ) 
Pranjivan ■> 


{ 


Volume and Page. 

Column 

of 

Digeet. 

1 N. W., 4.1 : Ed. 1873, 38 . 

4683, 6177 

14 W. R„ 199 . . . 

6279 

I. L. B.. 4 AIL, 318 . 

4888 

6 N. W., 170 .. . 

3712 

11 Bom., 104 

3694 

6 B. L. R., 167, note 

3726 

6 W. R., 277 

6239 

3 Agra, 88 . 

6101 

i7W. R., 193 . 

683 

I. L. B., 3 AIL, 424 . 

1879. 6460 

8C. L. R., 399 . 

4110 

I. L. B., 1 Mad., 391 . 

3246 

1 Mad., 129 ... 

218 

6 W. R., P. C.,24 : 3 Moore’s I 

2017, 3121 

I. A., 1. i 

I. L. R., 6 AIL, 467 

3344 

I. L. R., 7 All., 817 

2947 

W. R., F. B., 77 . 

4213 

2N. W., 327 

3667 

23 W. B., 150 . 

108, 3671 

12W. R.,454 . 

2932 

I. L. R., 3 AIL, 609 . 

3994 

I. L. R., 6 AIL, 336 . 

4786 

7 Mad., 173 

360 

I. L. R..4 Bom., 240 . 

3617 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 142 . 

718 

I. L. It., 4 Bom., 357 . 

6511 

1. L. R., 2 Bom., 625 . 

6161. 

I. L. R., 2 Bum., 664 

264 

I. L. R., 3 Bora., 384 . 

1838,2105 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 634 . 

6157 

I. L. B., 4 Bom.. 479 . 

1966. 5510 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 298 . 

1513 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 384 . 

2906 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 481 . { 

972, 1281 
5522 

I. L. B., 2 Bom., 384 . 

6522 

l.L. R.,2 Bom.,61 

1015 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 287 . 

1315, 1316 

I. L. B., 4 Bom., 239 . 

1297, 5576 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 16 . 

1277,4355 

2Bom., 260 : 2ndEd., 246 . 

1065 

2 Bom 272 : 2nd Ed., 258 . 

1066, 2736 

6 C. L. R., 76 . . . 

2148, 2507 

18 W. R., 200 .. . 

143 

10 W. R., 100 .. . 

2774 

3 B. L. B., 241 : 18 W. B., \ 

4035 

288. f 

11 W. B., 668 . 

2771, 4823 

I. L. R., 6 AIL, 630 . 

4393 

I. L. R., 7 AIL, 886 . 

4393 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 161 . 

6883 

I. L. B., 2 All., 97 

6071, 6701 

2 Agra, 21 . 

4848 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6471 


Namo of Case. 


Volume and Pajfo, 


liidar Chandra Dugar v. Brindabiin Bhara . 

Indar Kuar v. Lalta Prasad Singh • • • 

Indar Sen v. Naabat Singh • . • • 

■ V. - ■■■- • • . • 

Inderan Valungypuly Taver v. Hamas wamy Paudia 
Taver. 

Inderchund Dogare v. Nundeeram Singh 
Inder Chunder Baboo v, Hurnauth Ciiowdhry 
Inder Chunder Banerji v. Eshan Chunder Roy 
luder Coomar Doss v, Doolal Chunder Doss • 

Inderjeet Kooar v. Ismudh Kooar • • • 

Inderjeet Kooer v. Pootee Begum . . 

Inder Narain Chowdhry v. Mahomed Nazirooddeen 

Inderpershad* Singh v, Campbell 
Indian Carrying Co. v. McCarthy 

— , ■ . V, ' ■ — , 

Indian Companies Act, 1866. In the matter of • 


Indian Peninsular, London, and China Bank v, Scott 
Indian Registration Act, 1866. In the matter of 


Indrabati Kunwari v, Mahadeo Chowdhry • • 

Indrabutty Koonwaree v, Holloway . • • 

Indra Chand Aswal v, Kaleedoss Mitter 

Indra Chand Dugar v, Gopal Chandra Shetia 

Indra Chandra Babu v, Agra and Masterman’s Bank 

Indra Chandra Dogar v, Tarachand Dogar • • 

Indrajit Koonwari v, Chokowri Sahu . 

Indrasa v, Sadu 

Indrobee Thaba v. Queen .... 
Indro Bhoosun Deb v. Goluck Chunder Chuckerhutty 
Indrobhoosun Deb Roy v, Kenny • • 

Indrobur v. Queen 

Indro Chunder Baboo v. Dunlop 

^ ' 

Indro Coomar Doss v. Mohima Mohun Roy 
Indro Kooer v. Abdool Burkut .... 


, 8 B. L. E., 251 : 15 W. R., 1 

180, 2927 

1 B., 21. j 

4745 

. I. L. R., 4 All., 6.32 . 

2202 

. I. L. R., 7 All., 487 . 

3041 

. I. L. R., 7 All., 653 , 

4083 

( 3 B. L. E., P. C., 1 : 12 W. 1 


R., P. a, 41 ; 13 Moore’s 

(416, 2440 

C I. A., 141. J 


• Cor., 3 • . • ■ 

.386, 3272 

. 1 Hay, 257 . . . 

5751 

, 1 Hay, 474 

520 

, 18 W. R., 258 .. . 

2343 

6 W. R., P. C., 14: 1 Ind.') 

Jur., N. S., 141 : 10 Moore s 

991, 2455 

I. A., 329. J 

19 W, R., 197 .. . 

3549 

1 W. R., 234 

3711 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 474 : 8 C. L. 

1118. 6816 

R., 601. 

Cor., 116 . 

2102 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 61 

2819 

1 lud. Jur., N. S., 330 . 

945 

1 Ind. Jur., W. S., 335 . 

943,951 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 360 . 

951 

2 lud. Jur., N. S., 17 . 

953 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 94 . 

943 

2 Ind. Jur., N. 8., 123 . 

945 

2Ind. Jnr.,N.S., 180 . 

953 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 257 . 

953 

2 Ind. Jur., N. 8., 296 . 

936 

I. L. R.. 6 Calc., 888 . 

944 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 317 . 

924 

5 Bom., 0. C., 167 

2626 

( 2 B. L. R., 0. C., 161: 11 1 4757 

) W. R., 0. C., 24. 

3 B.L. K.,O.C.,60 : 12 W. 

4800 

R.. 386. note. 

6 B. L. K., 576 . 

4764 

. 1 B. L. R., 8. N., 6 . 

2773,4316 

. 9W.R., 168 

3044 

, 24 W. R., 439 . 

6840 

( 3B.L. R.,A.C«181:11W. •) 

1 R..557. 

1 B. L. R., S. N., 2 

5581 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 61 : 10 W. 

2630 

R., 353. 

,B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 1 . 

891 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 506, note 

1468 

1 VV. R., Cr., 6 . . 

3629 

12 W. R., 350 . 

1613, 175 

3 W. R., 8. 0. C. Ref., 9 

3196 

1 W. R. Cr , 5 . 

1531 

9 W. R., 530 , . 

6233 

10 W. K., 264 . 

6581 

15 W. R., 169 

1928 

14 \V. R., 146 . 

.2507 

y lOW.R., 134 . 

6783 



6468 


TABLE 01 CASES IN THE HIOEST. 


Name of Coee. 


Volume and Page. 


Hurry Mohun Paramanick. In the matter of the p 
tion of. 

Hurry Mohun Rai v, Gonesh ( hunder Doss 
Hurry Mohun Roy v. Nyaiitara 
Hurrymohuii Sbaha v. Shonatun Shaha • • 

Hurry Sankur Patwari ik Radlia Chowdhoory 
Hurry Sunkur Mookerjee^;. Kali Coomar Mookerjec 
Hur Sahai v. Jawala 

Hursahai Singh v. Lootf Ali Khan • 

Hur Sahai v, Mahomed Daim Khan • 

Hur Sahoy Lall v. Hhuttun Singh 
Hur Sahoy Singli v. Gobiiid Sahoy 
llursaruu Singh v. Pursliun Singh 

Hursee Mahapatro v, Dinohundo Patro 

Hur Sookha v. Pooran . . . • . 

Hurst. Ex parte 

V, Mussoorie Bank .... 

— V, Watson ...... 

Hur Suhaye Misser v, Deen Dyal Singh 
Huruck Chand Golecha v. Tiloek Chaiid Singh 
Huruck Lall Shaha v. Sreenibash Kurmokar . 
Huruck Hoy 'o, Zuhooree Mul . . • 

Huruck Singh v, Toolsee Ram Saboo . • . 

Husain Ali v, Matukmaii ..... 

Husain All Khan v. Hatiz Ali Khan . 

Husain Bakhsh v. Madgo ..... 

Husain Begam v. Zia-ul-nisa Begam . 

Husaini Begam v. Mulo . , . , 

Husain Shah v. Gopal Rai .... 

Huseena v, Husmutconissa .... 

Hushmut Ali v, Seetarara ..... 

Husmut Ali v. Ouree Thakoor .... 

Husrutoollah v, Aboo Mahomed Abdool Kader 
Hussain v, Sanjivi ...... 

Hussain Bibee v. Hussain Sherif . . 

Hussaini Bibi Mohsin Khan .... 

Hussen Bhamjee v. Hicks .... 

Hussun Ali Cbowdhry v, Manoowar Ali 
V, Nasirooddeen 

Hutton. In re 

Hutmnan Sahib v. Husain Sahib • 

Hyder Ali Elahee Bux Maloom . • 

V, Jafar Ali 

V, Omrit Chowdhry .... 

Ryder Buksh v, Bhubfndro Deb Cowar • 

■ — • V, Hossein Buksh .... 

Hyder Hossein v, Mahomed Hossein • . • 

Hyder Reza v. Collector of Purneah . 

Hyes i\ Moneerooddeen A hung .... 


In the matter of the peti- 14 B. L. R., 418, note: 16 

AV. R., 486. ] 

( hunder Doss . I. L. R., 10 Calc., 823 . 

ira ... 25 W. R., 474 .. . 

tun Shaha . • I, L. R.. 1 Calc., 275 

Ilia Chowdhoory . 25 W. R., 346 . 

[ali Coomar Mookerjec W. R., 1864, 265 . • 

. . • . 2 Agrn, 31 . 

14B.L.K., 268: 23 W. R,-( 


O ; XI. Xki., U Jl. A., j 

2 A^ra, 04 . • 

20 W. K., 55 . . . 

21 W. R., 244 .. . 

2 N. W., 415 .. . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 528 : 9 C. L.^ 

4179 

3563 

3497 

1449, 4245 

2899 

R., 93. J 

2 Agra, 115 . 

2847, 5095 

1 Mad., 270 

564-A 

I. L. R., 1 All, 762 

2587, 3081 

2 Bom., 423 : 2n(l Bd., 400 . 

4597 

7 W. E., 275 

4158 

18W. R., 512 . 

1474 

15W. R., 428 . 

3836 

22 W. R., 468 . 

3535, 3537 

12 W. R., 458 . 

3096 

I. L. R., 6 All, 39 

5238 

1. L. R., 3 All., 600 . 

3345 

I. L. R , 1 All, 525 . 

3517 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 467 . 

3689 

I. L. R., 5 All , 81 

4774.4708 

I. L. R., 2 All, 428 

5085 

7W.R., 495 

3619 

1 Agra, 336 

1104 

20W. R.,232 . 

1632 

6 W. B., 39 . 

3143 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 345 . 

957 

4 Mad., 23 .... 

3669 

I. L. E., 1 All, 156 . 

178, 386 

18 W. B., 124 . 

421 

21 W. R., 413 . 

4907 

16 W. E., 134 . 

5125 

3 W. R., Bee, Ref., 5 

3851. 4742 

1 Mad., 152. 

5820 

I. L. B., 8 Calc., 1011 : 10 C. ) 
L. R.,606. i 

1132 

I. L. B., 1 Calc., 183:24W.^ 
B., 222. ) 

677 

W. B., 1864, Act X, 42 . 

4931 

13B. L. B., 276, uote: 17W.) 
B., 179. ) 

6192 

4W. R,, 103 

4014 

17 W. R., 185 : 14 Moore’s I. ^ 
A., 401. ) 

3696, 4651 

22 W. R., 490 . 

85 

24 W. R., 0 

320, 6194 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6469 


Name of Case. 


Yolame and Page. 


Column 

ot 

Digest. 


Ibhram «>. Suleman 

Ibin Hossein v, Haidar . • . • • 

Ibrahim Azim v. Cruickshank .... 

Ibrahim bin Mahasin v. Abdur Hahiman bin Alii 
Ibrahim Fatte Ali v, Chandra Bhau valad Bapuji 
Ibrahim Malla v, Mohesh Chunder Bagchi . 

Ibrahim Mulla v, Enayetur Euhman . . • 

Ibrahim Saib v. Muni Mir Udin Saib . 

Ibrahim valad Ladli M iya v. Parvata valad Hari . 
Ibrai Byari v. Kauiidinya .... 
Ich'amoyee Chowdhranoe v. Prosunno Nath Chowdhry 
Ichha llam Kalidas Govind Ram Bhowanishankar 
Ichhashankar v. Killa 
I c vara Das Richardson . • 

Idan V, Nund Kishore 
Idoo v» Besharoolla . 

Idu V. Amiran . . 

Iftikarunissa Begum v. Amjad Ali Khan 
Ijjutoolah Khan tj. Ram Churn Gangooly 
Ik ram Ali v. Baboo Lall . . 

Ikbal Begam v. Gobind Prasad . 

V, Sham Sundar • 

Ikram Ali Khan v. Liidwa 
Ikram II ossein v, Ramlochun Dutt 
tkramoollah v. Sheo Persliad 
Ikram Sinirh lutizam Ali 
Ilahi Baksh v. Imam Bakhsh 
— gita 

Ilahi Bax. In the matter of the petition of. 

Ilata Shavatri v. Ilata Narayanna Nambudri 
Illoor Kristniah v. Great Indian Peninsular Railway 
Company. 

t). Madras Railway Company 

Imam Ali v, Dasaundhi Ram 
— ■ " * V, Oograh Singh 

"■ Poresh Mundul 

Imam Ali Khan v, Abdool Ali Khan . 

Imaman v, Fazul Karim . 

Lalta Buksh . 

Imam Bandi v. Hur Gobind Ghose 

Imambandi Begum v. Kumleswari Persliad 

'V. Mahomed Tukee Klian 

Imam Buksh. In the matter of tlio petition of 

V. Hoob Ali 

r. Tliacko Bibee . • 

Imam Buksh Mundul v. Mohkn Mundul • 


I. li. R., 9 Bom., 146 • 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 109 . 

7 B.L. R., 653: 16 W. R., 
203. 

12 Bom., 257 

7 Bom., A. a, 130 

I. L. R., 9 Calc.. 683 . 

4 B. L. R., A. C., 13 : 12 W. ') 
R., 460. 

6 Mad., 26 . 

8 Bom., A. C., 163 • 

2 Mad., 363 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 567 . 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 653 • 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 87 
2 Mad.. 84 
25 W. R., 390 . 

2 W. R., Mis., 10 . 

I. L. R., 8 All, 322 . 

7 B. L. R., 643 . 

12 VV. R., 39 

1 N. W., 178: Ed. 1873, 257 
I. L. R., 3 All, 77 

1. L. R., 4 All, 384 

2 Agra. 113 . 

23 W. R., 29 

2 Agra, 340 . • 

I. L. R., 6 All, 260 
I. L. R., I All, 324 . 

I. L. R., 5 All, 462 . 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 75 

1 Mad., 372 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 310 . 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 310 . 

I. L. R., 1 All, 508 . 

22 W. R., 262 . 

I. L. R., scale., 468: 10 d. 

L. R., 396. 

2 Agra, 28 . . • 

7 N. W., 251 
7 N. W., 343 

7 W. R., P. C., 67 : 4Moore'8 
I. A., 403. 

L. R., 18 I. A., 160: I.R., 

14 Calc., 109. 

8 W. R., 27 . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 699 . 

3 Agra, Rev., 8 . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 699 . 

I. L. R.,9Calc.,280 . 


3680, 8685 
2837, 6661 
304, 466r 
1627 
11. 3448 
2777 
5315 

3647 

3711 

1776 

6270 

387 

4831 

3138 

3207, 3219 
47 
3496 
3688 
3649 

1765, 1767 
1668 
6123 
4846 
6626 
771 

2895, 5221 
3428 
4894 
5664 
152,372 
5931 

2415,2435 

4706 

4706 

3482 

3967 


3728 

4989 

1248,3974 

43 

478, 3423 
6009 
901 
3688 
533 
3688 
542 



€474 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volamo and Pa^e. 


Isreeperslind Singh v. Nasib Kooev 
Isree Singh v, Shurufoodeen 

Isri Dut Koer v. Hansbutti Koerain . 

Isri Singh Ganga 

Issan Chunder Doss v. Chundro.Bodinee • 

Issen Meah v. Kalarara Chunder Naw . ^ 

laser Chunder Ghose v. Bboolmn Mohun Baiierjee 

* V. Peari Mohun Palit . 

laser Chunder Sein v, D'Cruz . 

Issur Chunder Abiree v. Syam Khan Chowdhry 
Issur Chunder Banerjee v. Suttyo Dyal Banerjee 
Issur Chunder Doss v, Juggut Chunder Shaha 
Issur Chunder Gangooly v, Mohini Mohun Doss 
Issur Chunder Ghosal v. Mooktoram Panda 
Issur Chunder Ghose v. Kusseek Lai Muudul 
Issur Chunder Gupto v. Nobo Kristo Gupto 
Issur Chunder Mookerjee v. Munmohun Chowdhry 

.. , Puddo Lochun Goopto 

Issur Chunder Mundle v. Rohim Sheikh 
Issur Chunder Mundul Heirs of Golam Ali 

Issur Chunder Nath. In the matter of the petition of J 

'■ ■■ V, Kali Churn Nath « 

Issur Chunder Poddar v, Shoshee Dhur Sen 
Issur Chunder Roy i), Juggessar Ghose 
Issur Chunder Sein v, Aushotosh Chatterjee . 

-i). Bipeen Beharec Roy . 

v, Kalee Doss Hajrah 

— V, Kenaram Ghose 

- — V, Ranee Dosseo 

Issur Chunder Shaha v. Nisar TIossein 
Issur Dutt Singh v, Alluck Misser • • 

Issuree Dossee v, Lall Bcharee Holdar 
Issnreenund Dutt Jha v. Parbutty Churn Jha 
Issnrepersaud v. Urjoonloll 
Issuriuutt Singh v, Ibrahim • 

Issurree Dassee v. Abdool Khalak 

Isubji V* Kbatiza ..... 

Iswar Chandra Chuckerbutty v. Bistu Chandra Cbucker- 1 
butty. 

Iswar Chandra Das v. Jugal Kishor Chuckerbutty 
V. Nlttianand Das 

Iswar Chandra Dutt v, Iswar Chandra Ghose 
ItJwar Chandra Karmakar v. Sitaldas Mitter 
Iswar Chandra Koer v, Urnesh Chunder Pal 
Iswar Chandra Mitter v. Shama Sundari 

Iswar Chandra Sen v, Bepin Behari Roy 

Iswar Pershad Gnrgo v. Jai Narain Giri 
Itcha Moyeo Dossee v. Bama Soonduree Dossee 


I. L. R., 10 Calo., 1017 . 

1 N. W., 142: Ed. 1873, 224 
I. L. R, 10 Calc., 324:13 0. 

L. R., 418 : L. R., 10 I. A 
150. 

I. L. R., 2 All., 876 
7 W. R., 361 

2 C. L. R., 476 
Bonrke, O. C., 313 

16 W. R., Cr., 39 

I Ind. Jiir., N. S., 233 

II W. R., 96 
12 W. R.,270 
I. L. R., 9 Calc., 79 

17 W. R , 74 
9 W. R., 606 

11 W. R., 576 
7 C. L. R., 407 

12 W. R., 308 
5 W. R., Mis,, 18 
25 W. R., Cr., 65 
1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 249 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 883: lie. L.' 
R„ 235 

I. L. R.. 8 Calc., 883: lie. L. 
R., 235. 

18 W. R., 289 
17-W. R., 184 

1 Ind. Jnr., N. S., 283 
16 W. R., 132 

3 W. R., 95 
14 W. U., 463 

2 W. R., 125 
W. R.. 1864, 351 

7 W. R., 429 
21 W. R., 421 

3 W. R, 13 . 

2 Hyde, 248 . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 653 
1. L. R.. 4 Calc., 415:3 C. L. 

U., 46. 

2 Bom., 189: 2nd Ed., 181 
3B. L. R., Ap.,97:12W. R., 

32. 

4B. L. B., Ap., 33:17W. R., 
473, note : 21 W. R., 281 

note. 

B. L.R.,Snp. Vol.. 490 : 6 W. 

R., Act X, 70. 

9 B. L. R., Ap., 19 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 62 
8 B. L. R., 19 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 160, note 

8 B. L. It, 188, note : 16 W. 
R., 132. 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 169 . 

25W. R.,73 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


2469 
86, 1347 

1416, 2191 
2494 

1345 

828 

4115 

1094 

981, 1265 
2819 
169 
2950 

3287, 3301 
897 
1160 
772 
2073 

1476, 6624 
3791 

1287, 3863 
6530 

4111 

4111 

5927 

1430 

5914 

4267 

40 

3922 

2338 

3721 

3824 

4828 

3192, 3331 
3223, 3226 
3370 

3476 

4147 

5317, 6104 

156, 157 
3657 

1606 

1194 

1326 

970 

3348 

584 

6250 

6672 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6475 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Itoharam Dayaram v, Haiji Jaga 
Ittiaclian v. Velappen 
Ittuni Pannikkar v, Irani Nambudripad 
lyahvien v, Ohithambarien . • 

Izzatulla V, Bhikari Molla 
Izzuttoolnissa Beebee v, Husna Koour 


11 Bom., 41 . 

I. L. U., 8 Mad., 484 . 

1. L.R., 3Mad.,401 . 

6 Mad., 312 . 

6B. L. R., 386 : 14 W. R.,! 

469. 3 

IN. W., 101: Ed. 1873, 161 . 


Jaafar Mobindin Sabib v, Aji Mobindin Sabib 
Jackammal v, Palneappa Chetty 
Jada Ankamma v, Nadimpalle Rama 

Jadab Cbundra Toi Poramanik v, Dinanatb Das • 

Jadav Rughnath v, Raiji Hi mm at . « • 

Jaddoo Nath Dutt v. Empress . • . . 

Jado Lall Radhakissen Mitter • 

Jadoobur Singb v. Beharee Singh • 

Jadoomony Dabee u. Hafez Mahomed Ali Khan • 

Jadoonath Chowdhry v, Radhamoneo D^sseo 

Jadoo Nath Gossain v. Nobokissen Cbatterjee 
Jadoonath Mookerji v. Tarachand Mookei’ji . 
tJadoo Nath Roy v. Saleem Ahmed Khau 
Jadoonundun Singh v. Fanjdar Khan • 

Jadoo Rai v, Mahomed Tuquee . • • . . 

Jadoo Shat v, Kadumbiuee Daosee . • • j 

ttado Singh v. Ranee 

Jadowji (iopal v. Jotha Shamji . « • . . 

Jadow Mulji Chhagau Raichand . . • • 

Jadu V. Hifazat Hossein . . . • . 

Jadubanund Roy v. Bejoy Gobind Chowdhry 
Jadubar Mookerjee. In the matter of • 

Jadub Chunder Chechky v, Hecra Lall Saha • | 

Jadub Chunder Chuckerbntty v. Bhnbo Soondureo Dabee 
Jadub Cliunder Ghose v, Beiiodbchary Ghose 
Motee Lall Ghose 

Jadub Chunder Haidar v, Etwaree Lushkur . . 

V, Etburry Lushkur 
V. Ishoree Lushkur 

Jadub Chunder Sandyal Bhyrub Chunder Sandyal 
Jadub Churn Thakoor v, Bholanath Singh Roy 
Jadubindu Odhikaree v» Lokenauth Geree . • 

Jadub Mundul v, Bishoo Sirdar 

Jadub Nath v- Ram Sundur Surma . r • 

Jadub Ram Deb v. Ram Lochun Mudduck • 

, , Ramlochun Mudduck . 

Jadu Dass v. Sutherland • • . • . 

Jadu Lai v. Ram Gholam » . . . . 

Jadulal Mullick v* Gopal Chandra Mukerji • • 

Jadumani Dasi v, Fudu Bibi .... 


2 Mad,, 19 . 

5 Mad., 464 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 281 . 

4 B. L. R., A. C., 134: 13 
W. K., 154. 

9 Bom., 249 
2 C. L. R., 181 . 

17 W. R., 99 

2 N. W., 437 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 295 . 

B. L. R., Sup. Vou, 643 : 
W. R., 266. 

4 W. R., 66 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 102 . 

3 N. W., 188 

6 N. W., Ap., 1 . 

1 Agra, Rev., 24 . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 150 : 8 C. 
L. R., 445. 

6 N. W., 113 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 333 . 

1. L. R., 5 Bom., 306 . 

5 B. L. R., Ap., 15 

7 W. R., 511 

6 C. L. R., 359 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 21 
Bourke, O. C., 384. 

20 W. R., 331 . 

1 Hyde, 214 
1 Hyde, 214 

Marsh., 498 : 2 Hay, 599 

3 W. R., Act X, 160 . 

W. R., 1864. Act X, 74 
19 W. R., 344 . 

5 W. R., Mis., 61 . 

Marsli., 303 : 2 Hay, 160 
15 W. R., 369 .. 

7 W. R., 174 
5 W. R., 66 

19 W. R., 189 . 

1. L. R., 4 Calc., 556 : 3 C. 
L. R., 223. 

I. L. R.,1 All.,316 . 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 136 . 

7 B. L. R., Ap., 28 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


2214, 3941 
3759 
110 
5703 

3720 

2006 


3667 

5129 

3221 

786 

4782 

1962 

3606 

4924 

1868, 3844 
4959 

819 . 
1210 
4160 
3048 
2987 

1183 
2152 

2580, 2644 
2074 
308, 4428 
412 
983 

6811 

2789 

2298 

2363 

1638, 1666 
3808 

1656 

1657 
3367 

224 
‘ 696 

4766 
4193 

6367, 6275 
6128 

1184 

5040 

6281 

877 



6480 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Janokee Dossee v. Kisto Komul Sin^Ii 
Janokce Nath Chowdhiy v, Hrojeiidro Coomar Roy > 
Chowdhry. i 

Janokee Nath Dutt v. Mahomed Israil 
Janokeenath Mookerjee v, Joykishen MooUerjee • • 

, , , — — , ... > 1 ), Kadhamohun Cliatterjee 

— — ». Kaj Kisto Singh 

Janokey Doss v. Brindabun Doss .... 
Janokey Nath Roy. In the matter of the petition of . 
Janoki Debi v, Gopal Acharjia Goswami . . ] 


Janokinath Gupta. In the matter of the petition of | 

Janokinath Mookerjee v. Ram Rnnjun Chiickerbiitty 
Janokinath Mukhopadhya w. Mothuranath Mukho- ( 
padhya. \ 

Janoki Singh Roy v. Kaloo Mundul . . . ^ 

Janoky Bullubh Sen v, Johiruddiu Maliomed Abu Ali) 
Sober Chowdhry. ) 

Janoo Munduv v. Brijo Singh .... 

> — ■ — Huclia Mundur .... 

Janssen ^7. Dundas ...... 

V, Reuss 

Jan too V, Kadba Canto Doss . . . . , 

Jaraoo v, Fakeera ...... 

Jardine v. Tarini Mohan Sen ..... 

Jardine, Skinner, &Co., v. J)hnn Kishen Sein 

— v. DwarkanatL Chuckerbutty . 

■ V. Money .... 

V. Nathoram .... 

— V. Sarut Soondari Debi . | 

• — - — — V. Sliania Soonduree Debia 

V, ■■ 

V. Shurnomoyce • 

Jarfan Khan v. Jabbar Meah 

Jariutool Butool v. Hoseinee Begum 

• V. Ilosseinee Begum . . . |^ 

Jasimuddin v, Mansur Ali . . . . ^ 

“ Jason. ” In the matter of the steam-slup 

Jassim Binsaff v. Esau Ahmed 

Jassoda Koer v. Land Mortgage Bank of India . ^ 

Jaswant Singh v. Dip Singh ..... 

Jateeram Surmah v. Mungloo Surmah 

•Tatha Naik 17. Venktapa ...... 

Jatinga Valley Tea Company i7. Chera Tea Company , 
Jatiram Talookdar v. Dassram Kolita 

Jaun V. Mahomed Hadee 

.Jaun Ali t7. Jan Ali ••.... 

Jaun Beebee v. Beparec 

Jaundha Kiiar. In the matter of the petition of • 

Javali Ramasami i7, Sathambakam Theruven Gadasnmi 


Marsh., 1 : 1 Hay, 2D . 
25 W. R., 66 

22 W. R., 285 . 

15AV. R., 4. 

20 W. R., 130 
15 W. R., 292 . 

3 Moore s I. A., 175 

L L. R., 2 Calc., 466 . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 766: 13 
L. R., 30 . 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 628 : 8 
L. R., 66. 

I. L. R , 4 Calc.. 949 . 

1. L. R.,9 Calc., 680: 12 
L. R., 215. 

B. L. R.. Sup. Vol., 889 
W. R., 178. 

I L. R., 10 Calc., 67 * 

22 W. R., 548 . 

12 W. R., 366 . 

1 Hyde, 269 
Cor., 13 . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 515 . 

3 Agra, 133 . . 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 44 

13 W. R., 82 

14 W. R.. 412 . 

14 W. R., 312 . 

Bourke, A. O. C., 43 

L. R., 5 I. A., 164 : 3 C. 
R.. 140. 

10 W. R., 60 
13W. R., 196 
24 W. R., 215 . 

I. L. Jt., 10 Calc., 383 . 

10 Moore’s I. A., 196 . 

10 W. K„ P. C., 10: 
Moore’s I. A., 194. 

6B. L. R., Ap., 149: 151 
R., 11. 

1 Mad., 270 

2Ind.Jur., N. S., 13 . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 916: 11 
L R., 348. 

I. L. R., 7 All., 432 . 

8 W. R., 60 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 14 
I. L. R., 12 Calc., 45 . 

3 C. L. R.. 574 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 40 . 

9 W. R., 149 
3 W. R., 93 

I. L. R.,4 AIL, 159 . 

1. L. R., 1 Mad.73>40 . 


3060 

1454 

5338 

3822 

1475, 4262 
5973 
254 


2469, 2513; 


1684 

4763, 482& 
909 
2670 
1248 
3367 
5206 
‘ 5144 
6024 

1201, 571!> 
4588 

5186 

2707 

2752 

1433, 4407 
3722 
280 

I 3703, 464» 


1193, 1883 

816 

2331 

6406 

236, 3556 

1114, 5026 
2824 

1604, 1647 
3646 
3100 
1131 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6481 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Javani Dhai Jiva Bhai 4 • • . 

Java Ramji v, Jadavji Natha 

V, Jadavji Nathii .... 

Javermal Hiracliand v. Umaji Hayabati 
Javherbai v. Haribbai . . • . • 

Jawahar Singh v, Mul Raj .... 
Jawabir Lai w. Naraindas • . • • 

Jawabir Singh tv Guy an Singh 

--i tJ. JaduNath .... 

Jawabra v, Abar Husain .... 
Jayauti Laksbmaya v, Yerubandi Pedda Appadu. 
Jay kali Debi t;. Shibnath Cbattorjee . 

Jay Mangal Singh. In the petition of 

• V, Lai Rung Pal Sing . 

— — t?. Mohan Ram Marwari 

Jaynarayan Singh v. Matilal Jba . 

Jayram Gir v. Shiuraj Koer .... 

Jeaunissa Ladli Bogam Saheb t). Manikji Kharsetji 
Jeeband Khusal i\ Aba . . . . - 

Jeeatoollab Parainanick t;. JugodindiK) Naraiu Roy 
Jeeawan v, Goolab Khan .... 

J eeb Nath Singh v. Kurcemun Bibee 

Jeebraj Singh t;. Inderjeet Mahtoon . 

Jeebunissa v, Umul Chuuder Chacklanuvis 

Jeebun Kisaen Roy v, Dwarkanath Roy Chowdhry 

Jeebunkisto Roy v. Sbib Chunder Dass 

Jeebun Kristo Gossamee v, Roman ath Gossamee . 

Jeebun Mundul v, Nadyar Chand Roy 

Jeebun Singh Bunnono t?. Collector of Backergunge 

Jeetnath Sabee Deo v, Lokenatb Sabee Deo . 

Jeetoo V. Boetun 

Jeetoabur Dburn Deb ?\Foosce Singh 
Jeetram Dutt v, Doorgadass Cbatterjee 
Jeetun Lall v, Sheo Churn .... 
Jeowanram v. Roonta ..... 
Jeewa Ram v. Isree ..... 
Jeewun Punda t>. Sona . . • . • 

Jeban Bebee t;. Saivuk Ram * . . . 

Jehan Buksh. In the matter of . . . 

• . In the matter of the petition of . 

Jebandar Khan v. Muunoo .... 
Jehaugir Baksh. In the matter of the petition of 

«. Lala Bhikari Lall . 

Jebangir Gustadji \i. Joosup Haji Ahmed 
Jehaugir Rastainji Modi y. Sbamji Ladha 

Jeban Kadr v, Afsar Babu Begum 

■ — y. Assur Babu 

Jeban Khan v. Mandy . • ^ 


2 Mad., 462 

1 Bom., 224 

2 Bom., 150 :2nd Ed., 142 . 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 179 . 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 675 . 

I. L. R., 8 All., 449 
I. L. R., 1 All., 644 . 

3 Agra, 78 ... 

I. L. R., 7 AIL, 439 . 

I. L. R., 7 AIL, 178 . 

1. L. R., 7 Mad.. Ill . 

2 B. L. R., 0. C., 1 . 

3B. L. R.,A. G,82: 11 W. 1 

R., 433. j 

4 B: L. R., Ap., 63 

8 B. L. E., 130, note ; and 319, "J 
note: 12 W. R., 397. > 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 21 . 

2 B. L. R., P. C., 98 : 111 

W. R., P. C., 41. i 

7 Bom., O C., 36 • • 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 132 . 

22W. K., 12 

1 N. W., 97 : Ed. 1873, 147 • 
7W. R., 172 

12 B. L. R., 115, note: 18 ^ 
W. R., 109. ) 

18 W. R., 161 .. . 

W. R., 1864, 363 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 1027 
23W. R., 297 . 

25 W. R, 461 .. . 

2W.R., 77 

19 W. R., 239 . 

Marsh., 47 : 1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 1 
85 : 1 Hay, 112. j 

1 Hay, 615 ... 

22W. R,430 . 

2 W. R., 214 
1 Agra, 240 . 

6 N. W., 153 .. . 

1 W. R . Ed. 1873, 66 . 

1 Agra, F. B., 109 : Ed. 1874, ) 

82. i 

16 W. K., Cr., 42 
15 W. R., Or., 87 
1 Agra, 2‘18 

7 B. L. R.. 24: 11 W. R., 480 
7 B. L. R,, 24, note 

6 B. L. R., 42, note 
1. L. R , 7 Bom., 494 . 

4 Bom., O. C., 185 
I. L.R.,12Calc.,l:L. R., 121 
I. A., 124. j 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 727 . 

1 B. L.R.,S.N., 16: low. 
R., 186. 


2125, 2544 
424, 2027 
2627 
798 

6409, 5472 
176, 369 
3456 
2156 
1942 

4272, 5226 
5354 
4672 


170, 376 
3018 


477, 4154 
236, 4895 
1310 
2473 
54 
1719 
2224 


4981 

1140 

588 2211 
1418 
908 
2629 



6478 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Caae. 


Jaita bin Kalu v. Baba bin Raghu 

Jaitha Bhima v, Abdul Vyad Oosman 

J ak aria Kasim ...... 

Jaker Ali Chowdhry v, Raichunder Sen • 

Jalaluddeen Mahomed v. Shohorullah • 

Jalam Piinja v. Khoda Javra .... 
Jaleeram v, Chunder Coomaree Dossee 
Jalha V, Koylash Chunder Dey 
Jalil Munshi v. Farnam Hossein 

Jallaloodden v, Bume ..... 

Jallidar Singh v. Ram Lai .... 
Jalu Namdar v. Beicha Naradar . . . 

Jamaitunnissa v. Lutiunniasa .... 
Jamalooddeen Hossein v. Ramadhin Misser 

V, Ramadheen Misser 

Jamal Saheb v. Murgaya Swami ... 
Jamal walad Ahmed v. Jamal walad Jallal . 

Jameela v. Luchmun Panday .... 

V, Mahomed Hossein .... 

Jameelah Khatoon v. Pagul Ram , . , 

James Sirdar. In the matter of the petition of . 

Jamilan v, Latif Hossein .... 

Jamir Gazi v, Goneye Mundul .... 

Jamiyatram v. Bai Jamna .... 
Jamiyatram Himatram v. Gujarat Trading COtopany 
Jamiyatram Rarnchandra v, Parbhudas Hath! 

Jamna Machul Sahu • . . . • 

Jamnabai v. Raychand Nahalchand 

Jamnadar Savaklal’s case. In re . . . 

Jamnadas v, Bai Shivkor ..... 

■ ■ V. Lalitarara ..... 

Jamnadas Shankarlal v, Atmaram Harjivan 

Jamoona. In the matter of the petition of . 

J amoti V, Gadalo Kainar ..... 
Jamsedji Kavasji v, Motibai .... 
Jamsetji Jijibhai v. Sonabai .... 
Jamuna Bhai Ammal v, Sadagopa Edintara Maha 
Desika Swamiar 

Janab Ali v. Chandi Oharan Dey • 

Janadhana Embrandri v. Palakil Eesava Embrandri 
Janaki v. Kesavalii ...... 

Janaki Ammal v. Kamalathammal 
Janakiammal v. Vithetiadien .... 

Janaki Ballav Sen v. Hafiz Mahomed Ali Khan . 

Jan Ali v, Atawur Ruhmun .... 

■ V, Gooroo Doss Roy .... 

V. Jan Ali Chowdhry .... 

i;. Khondkar Abdur Kuhma . 


Volume and Pa^e. 


.3 Bom., A. C., 81 
L L. R , 10 Bom., 634 . 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 496 . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 831, note 
15 B. L. R., Ap., 1 : 22 W. 
R., 422. 

8 Bom., A. C., 29 

12 B. L. R., Ap., 7 

10 W. R., 407 . 

6 W. R, Cr., 55 . 

15 B. L. R., 261, note : 18 W. 
R., 99. 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 723 . 

! 3 B. L. R., A. C., 394 . 

I. L. R., 7 All., 606 

24 W. R., 331 . 

25 W. R., 136 . 

1. L. R., 10 Bora., 34 . 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 633 . 

4 C. L. R., 74 . 

Marsh., 251 : 2 Hay, 111 
1 W. R., 251 

1 C. L. R., 62 . 

8 B. L. R., ICO : 16 W. R., 
F. B., 13. 

13 B. L. R., 278, note : 12 
W. R., 110. 

2 Bom., 10 : 2nd Ed,, 11 

6 Bom., A. C., 185 . 

9 Bom., 116 

I. L. R., 2 All., 315 . 

I. L. R , 7 Bom., 225 . 

3Bom.,O.C., 113 
I. L. R., 5 Bom., 672 . 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 294 . 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 133 . 

1. L. R., 6 Calc., 620:8C.L. 
R., 215. 

1 C. L. R., 89 . 

2 Bom., 397, 2nd Ed., 375 

2 Bom., 130 : 2nd Ed., 133 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 56 . 

6 B. L. R., 334, note : 11 W. 
R., 202. 

3 Mad., 198. 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 207 . 

7 Mad., 263 

5 Mad., 191 . • 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 47 . 

9 C. L. R., 433 . 

8 W. R., 338 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 66 : 10 W. 
R., 154. 

6 B.L.R., 164: 14 W. R., 
420. 


2397 

4763, 4825 
235, 6023 

3804 

3805 

2256, 3423 
3638, 3698 
5961 
4288 
3711 
4624 


6193, 6198 

2303 

165 

2236 

2427 

1460,2118 
2129, 2141 
934 
6698 

3499, 4388 
50,2616 


2104, 5447 


338, 1423 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6479 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pago, 


Jan Ali v. Earn Nath Mundul . 

Jan Ali Chowdhry v, Ishan Chunder Sein 

— — «. Nittya Nund Boso 

— V. Tarini Churn Kukbeet 

Janan Chowdhry v. Doolar Chowdhry 
Janardan Vithal v. Anant Mahadev . 

Janardhan Pandurang v. Gopal Pandurang . 

Janee Khanum v. Amatool Fatima Khatoon • 
Janes war Das v, Gulzari Lai . • • • 

Janger Mahomed v» Mahomed Aijad . 

Jankee v. Jbanjoo ...... 

' ' w. Sreenath Eoy Chowdhry 

Jankee Bullub Sen. In the matter of the petition of 
Jankee Pass Mahomed . . . • • 

Jankee Kooer V. Lekranee Kooer . . . 

Jankee Perbhad v, A joodhya Doss 
Jaiikeeram Doss v. Chundrabuttv Dehia . • 

Jankeeram Mohnnt Haradhuii iiauei^ee • • 

Janki v, Dharam Chand 

— V, Girjadat 

Jankibai V. Atmaram Baburav . • • • 

Janki Das v. Badri Nath ..... 

■ V. East Indian Railway Company . 
Jankiprasad v, Baldeo Narain .... 

"" " " ' '■ V. Gbulam Ali . • . . 

— V, Mantangui Debia . . • 

Janki Singh v. Ablak Singh 

Janki Tewari 1 ). Gay an Tewari .... 

Jan Koer, In the matter of . 

J an Koonwar v. Ram Euttun Neoghy . 

Jan Mahomed v. Queou-Erapreos . . 

Janmajay Mazumdar v. Kesbab Lall Gbose . 

Jan Mubammad v. llahi Bakhsh • . . 

Jannoba Girish Chandra Chuckerbutty • 

Jannobee Chowdhrain v. Collector of Mymensing . 

— — ■ ' V. Dwarkanatb Roy Chowdhry 

V. Gendoo Turrufdar . 

J annokee Doss v. King on the prosecution of Bindabun 
Doss. 

Janoji V. Janoji 

Janoji Banaji v, Vyankatosh Shrinivas 
Janokee Beeboe v. Habeebul Hossein . • 

Janokee Bibee v. Luchmun Pershad . • 

Janokee Bullub Chuckerbutty 2 ^, Nobin Chunder Eoy 
Chowdhry. 

Janokee Bullub Sein v, Dukhina Mohun Chowdhry 
Janokee Chowdhranee v, Dwarkanauth Chowdhry 
Janokee Debea v. Gopal Acharjea • • • 


I. L. E., 8 Calc., 32 : 9 C. L. ) , , « .ooi 

E., 433. ] 


16 W. E., 149 .. . 

B. L. E. Sup. Vol., 972 : 10 ) 
W. R., P. B., 12. ] 

21 W. E., 107 .. . 

18W. E., 347 
I. L. E., 7 Bom., 373 . 

5 Bom., A. C., 146 

8 W. R., 61 . . . I 

6 B. L. R.^666, note : 11 W. 
R.. 216. 

I. L.R., 6Calc., 609 : 6 C. L. 

R., 370. 

2 N. W., 407 

6 W.E.,Mi8., 19. 

, B. L. E., Sup. Vol., 716 
|l N. W., Pi. II, p. 16 : Ed. 1873, 76 
W. R., 1864. 285 . 

25 W. E., 257 . 

7 W. R.. 295 

W. E., 1864, 38 . 

L L. R., 4 All., 177 
I. L. 11., 7 All, 482 


663 

667 

147 

3464,4307 

2338 

3332, 3382 
3659, 6041 

6076 


6094 

842 

6944 

1182 

3238, 5213 
3933 
769 
3278 
83 
4553 


8 Bom., A. C., 241 

1 

xzuu, 

4528 

L L. E., 2 All, 698 


4052, 5396 

I. L. R., 6 All, 634 


407 

I. L. E., 3 All, 216 


1482 

I. L. E., 5 All, 201 


3217 

I. L. R., 7 All., 677 


3938, 4837 

I. L. R., 6 All., 393 


812 

I. L. R., 3 All, 427 


179 

1 C. L. R., 402 . 


197 

18W. R., 600 


50 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 584 


2007 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 134 


2476 

I.L. R., 1 All. 290 

. 

487 

7B.L. R., Ap., 44; 
R., 335. 

loW.j 

1628 

8 W. R., 287 

. 

46, 1767 

7 W. R., 465 

. 


12 W. R., 203 . 

. 


1 Moore's I. A., 67 

. 

697.3 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 185 

. 

1519,4028 

2 Bom., 393 : 2nd Ed., 371 

803 

W. R., 1864, 272 . 


769 

17 W. B., 137 . 

. 

4302 

2 W. R., Act X, 33 

. 

1587 

7 W. R., 619 

• 

5944 

67,403 

1 Hay, 555 . , 

•• 

4404 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 366 

• 

2128,224 



6478 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 




Column 

Volume and Page. 


of 

Difirest. 

3 Bom., A. C., 81 


12 

I. L. R , 10 Bom., 634 . 


1629 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 496 . 

, 

2678 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 831, note 

3697 

16 B. L. R., Ap., 1 : 22 
R., 422. 

W. j 

1243 

8 Bom., A. C., 29 


6236 

12 B. L. R., Ap., 7 

. 

4296 

10 W. R., 407 . 

, 

2928 

6 W. R., Cr., 65 . 

, 

967 

16 B. L. K., 261, note : 18 W. V 

4924 

R., 99. 

) 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 723 . 

• A 

2397 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 394 . 


4763, 4825 

I. L. R., 7 All., 606 . 

24 W. R., 331 . 

26 W. R., 136 . 

I. L. R., 10 Bora., 34 • 
I. L. R., 1 Bom,, 633 

4 C. L. R., 74 . 

Marsh., 251 : 2 Hay, 111 
1 W. R., 261 

1 C. L. R., 62 . 

8 B. L. R., 160 : 16 W. 

B., \ 

236, 6023 

3804 

3805 

2256, 3423 
3638, 3698 
6961 
4288 
3711 
4624 

3726 

F. B., 13. 

) 

13 B. L. R., 278, note: 
W. R., 110. 


5193, 6198 

2 Bom., 10 : 2nd Ed., 11 


2303 

6 Bom., A. C., 185 . 

, 

165 

9 Bom., 116 . . 

, 

2236 

I. L. R., 2 All., 315 

, 

2427 

I. L. R , 7 Bom., 225 • 


1460,2118 

2129,2141 

3 Bom., 0. C., 113 


934 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 572 . 


5698 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 294 . 


3499, 4388 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 133 . 

, 

60,2616 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 620:8C.L.>I 
R., 215. ) 

1954 

I C. L. B., 89 


3623 

2 Bom., 397, 2nd Ed., 375 . 

666 

2 Bom., 130 : 2nd Ed., 133 . 

6019 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 66 . 

• 

2104, 5447 

6B.L.R., 334, note: 11 
B., 202. 

3 

6139 

3 Mad., 198 . 


107 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 207 . 

% 

3459 

7 Mad., 263 


1702 

6 Mad., 191 . . 


5665 

I. L. B., 13 Calc., 47 . 


670 

9 C. L. R., 433 . 


6231 

8 W. B., 338 


2976 

1 B. L. R., A. C.. 66 : 10 
R., 164. 

w.j 

6336 

6B.L.R., 164: 14 W. 
420. 

B.,j 

338, 1423 


Jaita bin Kalu v. Babii bin Raghn 
Jaitha Bhima v. Abdul Vyad Oosman 
Jakaria Kasim .... 

Jaker Ali Chowdhry v, Rajchunder Sen 

Jalaluddeen Mahomed v. Sboborullah 

Jalam Punja v. Kboda Javra • 

Jaleeram v. Chunder Coomaree Dossee 
Jalha V, Koylash Chunder Dcy 
Jalil Munsbi v, Farnam Hossein 

Jallaloodden v, Burne 

Jallidar Singh v. Ram Lai 
Jalu Namdar v. Bcicha Naradar 
Jamaitunnissa v. Lutfunnissa . 

Jamalooddeen Hossein v. Ramadhin Misser 

— V, Ramadbeen Misser 

Jamal Saheb v. Murgaya Swami 
Jamal walad Ahmed v. Jamal walad Jallal 
Jameela v. Luchmun Panday 

V, Mahomed Hossein 

Jamcelah Khatoon v. Pagul Ram 
James Sirdar. In the matter of the petition of 

Jamilan v, Latif Hossein 

Jamir Gazi t;. Goneye Mundul . 

Jamiyatram Bai Jamna 

Jamiyatram Himatrara v. Gujarat Trading Company 
Jaraiyatram Ramchandra v, Parbhudas Hathi 
Jamna v, Machul Sahu 

Jamnabai v, Raychand Nahalchand . 

Jamnadar Savaklal’s case. In re 
Jamnadas v, Bai Shivkor • 

— — V. Lalitaram ... 

Jamnadas Shankarlal v, Atmaram Harjivan 

Jamoona. In the matter of the petition of 

Jamoti V. Gadalo Kainar . . 

Jamsedji Kavasji v, Motibai • 

Jamsetji Jijibhai v. Sonabai 
Jarauna Bhai Ammal v. Sadagopa Edintara Maha | 
Dosika Swamiar ) 

Janab Ali v, Chandi Charan Dey • . . 

Janadhana Embrandri v. Palakil Kesava Embrandri 
Jan aid v. Kesavalu ...... 

Janaki Ammal v. Kamalathammal 
Janakiammal v. Vithenadien .... 

Janaki Ballav Son v, Hafiz Mahomed Ali Khan . 

Jau Ali V, Atawur Rahmun . . • . 

■ ■ ■' V, Gooroo Doss Roy • • • • 

— V, Jan Ali Chowdhry . • • • 


V, Khondkar Abdur Kuhma 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6479 


Name of Cnee. 


Volume and Page. 


Jan All V, Ram Nath Mundul • • • . | 

Jan Ali Chowdhry v, Ishan Chunder Sein • 

— V. Nittya Nund Boso . • ^ 

t;. Tarini Churn Rukbeet 

Janan Chowdhry v. Doolar Chowdhry • • 

Janardan Vithal V. Anant Mahadev . , . , 

Janardhan Pandurang v, Gopal Paudurang . 

Janee Khanum v. Amatool Fatima Khatoon 

Janes war Das v, Gulzari Lai • . . • ^ 

Janger Mahomed v, Mahomed Aijad . . . | 

Jankee v, Jhanjoo 

V. Sreenath Roy Chowdhry .... 

J ankee Bullub Sen. In the matter of the petition of 
Jankee Dass v, Mahomed ...... 

Jankee Kooer v, Lekranee Kooer .... 

Jankee Pertjhad v, Ajo()dli3'a Doss .... 

J ankeeram Doss v. Chundrabutty Debia . . . 

Jankeeram Mohunt Haradhun Baneijco . • 

Janki v. Dharam Chand ...... 

■ V. Girjadat ....... 

Jaukibai v, Atmaram Baburav ..... 

Janki Das v. Badri Nath 

V. East Indian Railway Company . 
Jankipraead v. Baldeo Na^ain ..... 

■ ' V. Ghulam Ali ..... 

■ V. Mantangui Debia .... 

Janki Singh v. Abhik Singh ..... 
Janki Tewari Gayan Tewari . . . . . 

Jan Koer, In the matter of , 

Jan Koonwar v. Ram Ruttuii Neoghy , • 

Jan Mahomed v. Queeu-Erapreos .... 
Jaomajay Mazumdar v. Keshab Lall Ghose . 

Jan Muhammad v. Ilahi Bakhsh .... 

Jannoba tJ. Girish Chandra Chuckerhutty • . ^ 

Jannobee Chowdhrain v. Collector of Mymensing . , 

V. Dwarkanatli Roy Chowdhry 

— Gendoo Turrufdar . 

Jannokeo Doss v. King on the prosecution of Bindabun ■) 
Dobs. j 

Janoji V. Janoji ....... 

Janoji Banaji v, Vyankatesh Shrinivas • 

Janokeo Beebee v. Habeebul Hossein .... 

Janokee Bibee v. Liichmun Pershad .... 

Janokee Bullub Chuckerbutty t?. Nobin Chunder Roy) 
Chowdhry. > 

Janokee Bullub Sein v, Dukhina Mohun Chowdhry . 

J anokee Chowdhranee v, Dwarkanauth Chowdhry • 
Janokee Debea t;. Gopal Acharjea . . . . 


^ ] 112, 6231 

16 W, R., 149 .. . 667 


B. L. R. Sup. Vol,, 972: 101 
W. R., F.B., 12, i 

21 W. R., 107 . 

18 W. R., 347 .. . 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 373 . 

6 Bom., A. C., 145 

8 W. R., 61 . . . [ 

6 B. L. R.,.e66, note : 11 W. 1 
. R., 216. . > 

I. L. R., 6Calo., 609:6C.L.l 
R., 370. ) 

2N. ■W.,407 

6 W. R., Mis., 19 . 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 716 
1 N. W., Ft. II, p. 16 : Ed. 1873, 76 
W. R., 1864. 285 . 

25 W. R., 267 . 

7 W. R., 295 .. . 

W. R., 1864, 38 . 

I. L. R., 4 All., 177 
I. L. R., 7 All., 482 

8 Bom., A. C., 241 . | 

I. L. R., 2 All., 698 . 

I. L. It., 6 All., 634 
I. L. R., 3A1I., 216 
I. L. B., 6 All., 201 
I. L. R., 7 All., 577 
I. L. R., 6 All., 393 
I. L. R., 3 All., 427 

1 C. L. It., 402 . 

18W. R., 600 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 684 . 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 134 . 

I.L. R., 1 All., 290 

7B.L. R., Ap., 44: 15V7.> 
R., 335. 1 

8 VV. R., 287 

7 W. R., 465 .. . 

12 W. R., 203 . 

1 Moore's I. A., 67 

I. L. B., 7 Bom.. 185 . 

2 Bom., 393 : 2nd Ed., 371 
W. II., 1864. 272 . 

17 W. R., 137 . . . 

2 W. R., Act X, 33 
7W. R., 519 

I Hay, 655 . . , . | 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 365 . 


663 

667 

147 

3464,4307 

2338 

3332, 3382 
3669, 6041 

6076 


6094 

842 

6944 

1182 

3238, 6213 
3933 
769 
3278 
83 
4653 

1206, 1692 
4528 

4052, 5396 
407 
1482 
3217 

3938, 4837 
812 
179 
197 
60 
2007 
2476 
487 


46, 1767 
6212 
4477' 


1519, 4028 
803 
769 
‘4302 


6944 

67,4033 

4404 

2128,2247 


6476 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Nome of Cube. 


Jadu Nath Hazra v, Annoda Prosad Sircar. In the 
matter of. 

Jadu Nath Kundu Chowdry v. Braja Nath Kundu 
Jadu Nath Mitter v» Bolychand Dutt , . . « 

Jadunath Mookerjee, In the matter of the petition of . 

Jaduuath Sing v, Kaliprasad « . • • | 

J adu Nath Sircar v. Soiiamonee Dossee • 

Jadu Nundun Singh v. DulputiSingh 

Jadu Rai v, Kanizak Husain • . . • < 

Jadu Roy v, Farrell 

Jadu Singh v, Rajkumar 

Jafar Ali Nizam Ali v. Ahmad Ali Imam IlaiJarbaksh . 
Jafer Hossein v, Mahomed Amir . . . | 

Jaffree Begum v, Mahomed Zahoor Ahsun Khan . 

— - V, Ujbee Begnm ... * 

Jaffree Khanum v, Imdad Hossein ... * 

Jafree Begum Ahmed Hossein Khan 

V. Gungaram 
V. Hossein Zaman Khan 

Jafri Begam v. Amir Muhammad Khan • . 

Jafur Hossein v, Hingun Jan . 

Jagahandhu Das Gajendra Mahapatra Dinabaudhu ) 
Das Gajendra Mahapatra. 

Jagahandhu Myti v. Goberdhan Bera 
Jagabhai Lallubhsi v. Rustamji Nasarwanji 
Jagadamba Chaodhraiu v. Dakhina Mohuu Roy Chao< 
dhri. 

Jagadamba Dasi v, Grob .... 


V. Earan Chandra Dutt . 

IK Padmamani Dasi 

Jagadiiidra Banwari Gobind v. Bhobotarini Dasi . 
Jaganadham v. Ragunadha . . . . . 

Jagannath v. Baldeo 

Jagan Nath Lalman ...... 

Jagannath Das Gurubaksh Das v. Ram Das Gurubakshl 
Das. J 

Jagannath Pal v, Bidyanand .... 
Jagan Nath Panday v, Prag Singh . 

Jagannath Vithal tK Apaji Vishnu 

Jagarnath Singh v. Shewratan Singh 

Jagatnarain v. Jagrup ..... 

V. Qutub Husain 

- ■ - V. Sheo Das .... 

Jagat Narain Rai v. Dhundhey Rai • 

Jagat Sunderi Dasi v. Sonatan Bysak • 

Jageshar Singh v. Jawahir Singh 
Jagesri Kuar v. Ram Nath Bhagat . 

Jageswar Das. In re . 




Column 

Volume and Page. 


of 

Digest. 

11 C. L. E., 63 . 

, 

6516 

6 B. L. E., Ap., 90 


6446 

7 B. L. E., 607 • 

, 

3749 

6 B. L. E., 333 . 


5119 

6 B. L. E.,.Ap., 55: 14 W. 
E., 358. 

4956 

Cor., 70 ... 

« 

4154 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 581 . 

, 

8725 

I. L. R., 8 All., 676 . 


2765, 4746 

G B. L. R., Ap., 66 

, 

1866 

4 B. L. R., A. C., 171 : 
W. R., 177. 

13 

3721, 3724 

5 Bom., A. C., 37 

. 

1818, 3637 

4 B.L. E.,Ap., 103: 13 W. 
E.,351. 

883, 3146 

2 N. W., 409 

, 

3290, 3291 

3 Agra, 153 


4013 

2 N. W., 314 


1785, 5100 

1 Agra, 270 • • 


2716, 6770 
5773 

3 Agra, 91 . 


4015 

2>J. W.,6 . 


3043 

I. L. R., 7 AIL, 822 . 


3642 

8 W. R., 161 


1920 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 30 


4454 

4 B. D. R., Cr., 1 • 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 311 

1 L. R., 13 Calc., 308 : L. 

R. 

1534 

1666, 4255 

3349 

13 I. A., 84. 


6 B. L. R.. 639 . 


2066, 5607 
5879 

6 B. L. E., 53C, note : 10 W. I 

1180, 5779 

K., Km. 

6 B. L. K., 686 . 

5 B. L. li., Ap., 54 

I. L. K.,9Mad.,276 . 

I. L. E., 6 All., 305 . 

1. L. E., 1 All., 260 . 

7 Bom., 0. a, 79 . 

1 B. L. E., A. C., 114: 

3 

10 •> 

2822 

302 

2729 

5415 

877, 3143 

456 

2340, 3416 

W. E., 172. 

i 

I. L. E., 2 All., 546 

. 

2060, 2866 

5 Bom., A. C., 217 


2193, 5819 
6100 

15 B. L. E., 272 : 24 AV. E., ) 
105. J 

3176 

I. L. E., 5 All., 452 . 

• 

831 

1. L. E., 2 All., 807 

• 

1142 

1. L. E., 6 All, 311 

• 

2309 

I. L. E., 5 All, 566 


5429 

5 B. L. E., 357 . 


357 

I. L. E.. 1 All, 311 


3240 

I. L. E., 1 All, 371 . 


1418 

6 B. L. E., Ap., 128 


686 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6477 


Name of Case. 



Column 

of 

Digest. 


Jaf^gabandhu Bose v. Sachyi Bibi . . • . 

Jaggadanand Misser v, Hamid Rasul 

Jaggamoni Dasi v, Nilmoni Ghosal . . . | 

Jagganath Baisak v. Prof on no Coomar Chatterjee 
daggat Indar Narain Roy Ohowdbry v. Nistarinee Dassee 
Jaghirdar o£ Arnee v. Periyanna Mudely 
Jagbirdar of Arni v. Secretary of State for India! 
•lagbirdar of Virutbalabatbi v, Nateri Srinivasa Charla 
Jagjivan v, Ismail Alii Khan .... 
Jagjivan Amircband v, Hasan Abrabam 
Jagjivandas Javerdas v, Imdad Ali • • 

Jagjivandas Jawberdas v. Narayan Lakbman Patil 
Jagjivan Javberdas v. Gulam Jilani Cbaudbri 
Jagjivan Javberdas Setb v, Magdum Ali 
Jagjivan Nanabbai. In re • 

Jagjivan Nanabbai v. Sbridbar Balkrisbna Nagarkar 
Jagmobandas Mangaldas v. Mangaldas Nathubhoy 
Jago Bundhoo Tewaree Kurum Singh 
Jagomoban Sabu v. Mani Lai Chowdbry • 

Jagram Das v. Narain Lai .... 

J agrani Bibi v, Ganesbi • . • • . 

Jagun Kooer v, Rugboonundun Lall Sahoo 
Jagurdee v, Radhakishore .... 

J agut Chunder Roy alias Basbi Cbunder Roy v, Rup ( 
Cband Cbango. i 

Jahangeer Buksb «. Bhickbaree Lall ■ 

V. Lalla Bbikaree Lall • 

Jahanoby Deo Narain Singh v. Umbicapershad I 
Narain Singh. j 


Jabu Bux V. Government 

Jai Bansi Kuuwar v. Chatter Dbari Singh 
Jaibun V. Nujeeboonissa . 

Jaibun-nissa v, Jairam Gir . • 

Jaichand v. Bebari 

Jaidial v. Sitaram • . • • 

Jai jit Rai v. Gobind Tiwari 
Jaikaran Rai v. Ganga Dbari Rai 
Jaikison Das Gopal Das v. Harkison Das Hullodhar 
Das. 

Jai Knar v. Ileera Lai 


Jaimungal Koeri v. Mokbim Kori 
Jainarayan Bose v. Kadumbini Dasi • 
Jainooddeen v, Purno Chunder Roy . 

J ai Prakaab Lai. I n the matter of the petition of 
Jai Ram v. Dulari Cband . • , 

V. Mababir Rai .... 
Jairam Das v, Beni Prasad . • 

Jairam Geer v, Sbeo Sumput Doobey . 

Jairam Gir v. Miller .... 

Jairam Narayan Raje v, Atmaram Narayan Raje 
Jairam Narronji v, Kuverbai . 

J aisbankar v. Tetley .... 
Jaishee Ram v. Bijai Kooer 


8B.L.R.,Ap.,39;16W, 

8 B. L. R., 182, note 
1. L. R.. 9 Calc., 75 : 11 
R., 502 

9C. L. R., 221 . 

24 W. R., 446 . 

5 Mad., 317 
I. L. R., 5 Mad., 226 

6 Mad., 356 

I. L. R., 4. Bom., 426 
I. L. K., 7 Bom., 179 
I. L. R., 6 Bom., 211 
I. L. R., 8 Bom., 493 
I. L. R., 8 Bom., 17 
I. L. R., 7 Bom., 487 
I. L. R., 1 Bom., 82 
I. L. R., 2 Bom., 252 
I. L. R., 10 Bom., 528 
22W. R,341 . 

3 B L. R., Ap., 77 
I. L. R., 7 All., 857 
I. L. R., 3 All., 435 

10 W. R., 148 . 

13 W. R., 259 . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 48 : 11 C. L. ) 

R., 143. j 

11 W. R., 71 . . . 

IIW. R., 480 . 

17 W. R., 74 . . . 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 66 : 15 W. > 

R., Cr., 14. \ 

5B.L. R., 181 . 

12 W. R., 497 
I. L. R., 1 All., 616 
7N.W., 177 
L. R., 8 I. A., 215 
I. L. R.,6 All., 303 
I. L. R., 3 All., 175 

1. L. R., 2 Bom., 9 

7N. W., 1 . 

7N. W., 5 . 

10 C. L. R., 611 . 

7 B. L. R., 723, note 
8W. R., 129 
I. L. R., 6 AIL, 26 
I. L. R., 5 All., 309 
I. L. K., 7 All., 720 
I. L. R., 3 All., 15 
5 N. W., 84 

7B. L. R., 74: 15 W. R. 

C., 16. 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 482 . 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 491 . 

I. L. R., 1 All., 586 
5 N. W., 177 


o.j 


3243 

4163 

5231 

3004 

2070 

5700 

4572 

3679 

2098 

3159 

2097 

4789 

3272 

4425 

1889 

3909 

2368, 2461 
61 
2752 
783 
3234 
2367 
416j9 

3049 

3716, 6276 
3717 

1170 

4740 

2245 

3633 

439 

3492 

4225 

4018 

3238 

1202, 2296 
2439 
3709 

3141, 3237 
4652 
1681 
1604 

4720, 4725 
217 
4545 
4538 
4936 

2663, 2|574 

2827 

2649 

3468, 3467 
6469 




6482 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Jekisan Bapuji v, Bhowsar Bhop^a Jctha • 

Jeldhari Sin^h v» Shunkur Doyal 

Jellicoe v, British India Steam Navigation Co. 

Jellor Rahman v» Seetaram Dutt . . • 

Jenkins v, Heycock . • . • • 

Jeo Lai Singh v, Gunga Pershad 
■ — V, Surfun • • • • 

Jeonath Bhuggut v, Roopa Koonwur • 

Jeonee v, Dhurum Kooer .... 
Jeoni V, Bhagwan Sahai • . • . • 

Jeora Khan Singh v, Tliakooree Singh • • 

Jeorakhun Loll v, Muttra Pershad • • 

Jeorakhun Singh v. Hookum Singh • 

Jerabutoonissa Khanum Ram Chunder Doss 
Jeshta Ramji Shett v, Awaker Mullaudeagatu Kunhi 

Jesinghbai v, Hataji • • . • • 

Jesmanee Kooer v. Debee Dyal Rae • • 

Jesmut V. Shoojaut Ali . • • • . 

Jeswunt Singjee Ubby Singjeo v. Jet Singjee Ubby 
Singjee. 


Jethabhai Bhaichand v, Bai Lakhu • 
Jetha Madhavji v. Najeralli Abhramji 
Jetha Mulchandi^. Gulraj Jasrup 
Jetoo Mahato v, Monuram Mahalo 
Jetti V, Hossain . • . • 

Jewajee v, Trimbukjee 

Jewala Buksh v, Dharum Singh 
Jewan Lall Mahatab v, Doorga Dutt Singh 
Jewa Ram v, Futteh Singh . • 

Jewun Bibee v. Buddun Mundul 

Jewun Doss Sahoo v, Kubeerooddccn . 
Jeyangarulavaru v. Durma Dossji 
Jeyasankira Devi v, Nagaunada Devi 

Jeychnnd v, Kadborce 

Jey Mull V, Kesreo . 

Jey Narain v, Torabun 
Jey Singh v. Moorlee 

Jhabar Mahomed v, Modan Sonahar • 
Jbabbu Ram v, Girdhari Singh 
Jhabbu Singh. In the matter of 
Jhaloo V, Furzund Ali 
Jhanjoo Kooer v. Dameenah Kooer . 
Jhareo Sahoo v. Bundhoo Sahoo • 
Jharoo v. Raj Chunder Dass • • 

Jharu t;. Bahar Ally 

dhatu Sahu v. Ram Charan Lai 
Jhinguri w. Bachu .... 


1. L. R., 5 Bom., 89 • 

23W. R.,Cr.,9 . 

I. L. R.. 10 Calc., 489 . 

21 W. R., 224 . 

5 Moore’s 1. A., 361 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 996 . 

11 C. L. 11., 483 . 

2 W. R., 273, note 
3N. W.,108 
L L. R., 1 All., 641 

2 N. W., 303 

1 N. W., Ed. 1873, 262 

3 Agra, 358 

6 W. R., Act X, 36 

5 Mad., 299 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 79 . 

3 N. W., 137 . . . 

6 W. R., Cr., 69 . 

2 Moore’s I. A., 424 

3 Moore’s I. A., 245 : 6 W. ] 

R., P. C., 46. 3 

6 Bom., A. C., 27 
I. L. R., 4 Bom., 472 . 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 677 
17 W. R., 84 . . . 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 23, note • 
6 W. R„ P. C., 38 ; 3 Moore’s ■) 
I. A., 138. j 

10 Moore’s I. A., 511 
20 W. R., 477 .. . 

Agra, P. B., 126 : Ed. 1874, 94 
9 W. R., 489. 

6 W. R., P.C., 3:2 Moore’s) 
I. A., 390. i 

4 Mad., 2 . . . . 

1 Mad., 106; 1 Ind. Jur., 0. ) 

S., 136. J 

2 N. W., 244 ; Agia, F. B., 
Ed. 1874, 222 

Agra, F. B., 171: Ed. 1874, ) 

128. j 

3 Agra, 216 

2 N. W., 98 ; Agra, F. B., Ed. ) 
1874, 194. 3 

I. L. R.. 11 Calc., 671 . 

I. L. R., 6 All., 289 . 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 642 . 

6 W. R., 20 . . . 

17W. R., 343 . 

15 W., R., 218 .. . 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 299 . 
7W.R.,Cr., 11 . 

3B.L. R., 413, note; 14 W.) 

R., 25. 3 

I. L. R., 7 All., 134 . 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


3206 

981,6264 

694 

2933 

2686 

5309, 6385 
4966 

1413, 3397 
2447 
3248 
1900 
360 
3991 
3010 
6784 

1140, 1683 
2972 
1422 
3739 

6240 

3634, 3681 

6065 

6421 

4342 

1103 

3244 

3126 

66 

2708 

3028 

6770 

3670 

108 

352 

6636 

4648 

1675, 3816 
541 

851 

3905 

3177 

4142 

683 

1768 

3560 

958 

448 

1310 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6483 


Ifame of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Jhinguri Tewari v, Durga . . • . 

Jbona Singh v. Neaz Begum . . . • 

Jhoo Bhugguth V, Tara Hoorn Hossein 
Jhoomuck Chowdhry v. Anderson 

■ V, Kadha Pershad Singh 

Jhoomuck Singh v. Jeetun Lall 
Jhoonkee Paurey v, Ajoodhya Doss . • 

Jhotee Sahoo v. Omesh Chunder Sircar 

Jhotee Singh t;. Gopal Singh . . . . 

■ — v» Komul Roy .... 

Jhoti Sahu v. Bhugun Gir .... 

Jhotun Bibee v» Ameer Ohund • • 

Jhowla «. Buhur 

Jhubboo Lall Sahoo v, Khoob Lall • 

Jhubboo Mabton. In the matter of the petition of 

Jhubboo Mahton v. Empress . • . . 

Jhubboo Sahoo 2 ^. Jusoda Koer « 

Jhugro V. Lautoo Pandey . • • • 

Jhummun Pandey v. Dinonath Pandey 
Jhummun Shah v. Debee Dass • 

Jhumuk Noniah v, Shadashib Roy 
Jhundoo V, Himmut . . • . . 

Jhunna v, Ramsarup . • • . . 

Jhunna Kuar v. Chain Sukh • • • . 

Jhutoo Koer v. Lulita Koer .... 
Jiat Sahu. In the matter of the petition of 
" — — V, Bheekon Roy .... 

Jibhai Mahirpati v. Parbhu Bapu • 

Jibnath Singh v. Court of Wards • 


Jibunti Nath Khan v, Shibnath Chuckerbutty 

Jijoyiamba Bayi Saiba v, Karaakshi Bayi Saiba 
Jina Ranchod v. Jodha Ghella . 

Jitan Khan v, Durga Singh • 

Jitbahan v. Bansrup Dhobi 

Jivandas Keshavji v, Framji Nanabhai 

Jivanji Noorbhoy v, Coorji Lilladhar . 
Jivaraj Megjji v, Poulton .... 

Jivi V, Ramji 

Jiwan Ali Bog v. Basa Mai 
Jiwan Bakhsh v. Imtiaz Begam 
Jiwan Singh v, Sarnam Singh • 

Joakim. In re 

«. Secretary of State for India 

Joan Mull v, Munnoololl .... 
Jodha Singh v, Omaid Singh . . • 

Jodbraj v. Cantonment Magistrate of Morar 


I. L. R., 7 All.. 878 

2 Agra, Pt. II. 183 
W. R., 1864 132, 

6 W. R., Act X, 23 
25 W. R., 328 . 

12 W. R., 359 . 

19 W.R.,218 . 

1. L. R., 6 Calc., 1 
23 W. R., 457 

10 W. R., 119 . 

1. L. R., ll Calc., 143 . 
lind. Jur.,N. S, 317: 5 W. 

R., 105. 

14\V.U.,Cr., 7 
22 W. R , 294 . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 739: 12 C. LJ 
R., 233. • ; 

12 C. L. R., 233 . 

17W. R.,233 . 

1 Agra, Rev., 32 
16 W. R., 171 . 

IN. W.,8: Ed. 1873, 7 
I. L. R., 7 Calc., 26 

3 N. W. 81 

I. L. R., 2 All., 777 . 

I. L. R., 3 All., 400 . 

22 W. R., 423 • 

9 B. L. K., 339 . 

18 W. R., Cr., 39 
I. L. R., 1 Bom., 59 

5 B. L. R., 442 : 14 W. R., 
117. 

15 B. L. R., 190 : 23 W. R., 
409: L. R., 2 I. A., 163. 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 819; IOC. 

L. R., 537. 

3 Mad., 424 

1 Bora., 1 . 

20 W. R., Cr., 59 . 

6 C. L. R., 1^ . 

7 Bom., 0. C., 45 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 305 . 

2 Bom., 267 : 2nd Ed., 253 

I. L. R.. 3 Bom., 2**7 . 

I. L. R., 8 All., 203 

I. L. R., 2 All., 93 
1. L. R., 1 AIL, 97 
6 W. R., Mis.. 120 
1, L. R.. 3 All., 530 . 

Hind. Jur., N. S., 219 . 

2 Agra, Rev., 6 . 

1 N. W., 174 : Ed. 1873, 253 


1699, 2862 
5202 

2861,3028 

1139 

2990 

5471 

780 

3819 

3153 

5785 

3722 

1496, 3529 

2847, 609 
51*00 
6191 
2453 

723, 1267 

1804, 6068 
6266 

6068, 6266 

2435, 2571 

3557, 5130 
5131 
5180 
5262 
1602 
1328 

997, 1867 
2411 
4302 
4214 
1534 
1534 
3500 

2218, 2293 
2294 

2218, 2293 
2294 

4876 

2316, 2464 
2855 
980 
4497 

1578, 2213 

3101, 4803 
2684 
1066 

2415, S119 
5534 
3678 
3181 
3880 
2649 
2818 
645 
3845 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Voltfme and Page. 


Jodoo Moueo Dossee. In the matter of the petition of . 
Jodoonath Chowdhry v, Kadhomonee Dossee . | 

Jodoonath Dey Sircar v. Brojonath Dey Sircar 
Jodoo Nath Ghose v, Sookhmoye Dossee 
Jodoonath Mookerjee v. Pnnchanun Mookerjee 
Jodoonath Mnndul v, Brojo Mohnn Ghose • 

Jodoo Nath Roy v. Ram Bnksh Chnlungee . 

Jodoo Nnndun Pershad Singh v, Nundo Kooer 
Jogal Kishor v. Tale Singh ..... 
Jogal Kishoro v. Mulchand ..... 
Jogeen Pullee v. Nobo Pullee ..... 
Jogekar v. Bulajerav bin Anandrav .... 
Joge Narain Singh Bhugbans .... 
Jogender Narain Deb Roykut v. Temple • * 

Jogendro Bbupnti v. Nittyanund Man Sing 
Jogendro Chnnder Ghose v. Nobin Cbunder Cbottopadhya 

■ - ■ ■ ■ * V, Shona Kalee 

Jogendro Deb Roykut v. Pjinindro Deb Roykut . 


Jogendro Narain Coomar v, Surnomoyee 

Jogendro Narain Roy v. Hurrydoss Roy 
Jogendro Nath Mullick v. Eijoy Kesbub Roy 

- — v. Raj Narain Palooye 

Jogendro Nath Sircar v, Gobind Chuuder Addi . 

Jogendronundini Dossee v. Hurrydoss Ghose 

Jogendur Deb Roy Kiit v. Kisben Bundboo Roy . 
Jogesh Chunder Chuckerbutty v, Umatara Debya 
Jogesh Chunder Dutt. In the matter of * . 

V. Kali Churn Dutt 

Jogesh Prokash Gangolee, In re . 

Jogesh Prokash Gangooly v, Kalee Coomar Roy 
Jogeshur Rac v, Doolun Rae. 

Jogessur Banerjee v. Kulyanee Chum Deo . 
Jogessur Sahai v. Muracho Kooer 
Jogessur Sahoy v. Gopul Lall 

Jogessur Singh v, Bycunt Nath Dutt 

Jogesrrar Chakrabatti Panch Kauri Chakrabatt 

Jogeswar Dutt v. Nitai Chand Chuckerbutty 
Jogeswar Sirkar v. Nimai Karmakar 
Jogi Singh v. Kunj Bebari Singh 
Jogmaya Chowdhrain v, Huree Mohun Roy 
Jogul Kisbore o, Chutter Singh • 

V, Rampertab Singh 

V, Sbib Sahai 

Johan Buksh 'v, Meher Bibee alia^ Mohnr . 
Joharmal o. Municipality of Ahmednagar . 

Joheerooddeen Mahomed v. Dabee Persha^^ipgh 

~ ^ — V. 

Johiroonissa Khatoon v. Ameeroonissa Khatoon . 


11 W. R., 494 .. . 

B. L. R., Sup. YoL, 643 : 7 ^ 

W. R., 256. > 

12 B. L. R.. 385 . 

1 W. R., 201 .. . 

14 W. R., 438 .. . 

I. L R., 13 Calc., 174 . 

8W. R.,202 

IW. R.,219 . . . 

I. L. R., 4 All., 32Q . 

7N. W., 293 

6 W. R., Or., 49 . 

1 Bom., 184 

2 W. R., Mia., 13 

2 Ind. Jnr., N. S., 234 . 

1. L. R., 11 Calc., 702 . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 353 . 

24W. R., 313 . 

18 W. R.. 102 . 

11 B. L. R., 244: 17 W. R., ^ 
104 : 14 Moore’s I. A., 367. > 

12 B. L. R., 203, note: 14 W. ( 

R., 39. > 

W. R., 1864, 145 
19W. R., 161 . 

9 W. R., 489 
1. L. R., 12 Calc., 252 . 
I.L.R.,5Calc.,500: 5 C. L. 
R., 65. 

7 W. R., 272 

2 C. L. R., 577 . 

16 W. R., 285 . 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 30 : 1 C. L. 
R,5. 

11 W. R., Cr., 43. 

8 W. R., 274 
2 N. W., 183 
24 W. R., 41 

1 C. L. R., 354 . 

13 W. R., 173 . 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 822 : 6 C. L. 

R., 519. \ 

5B. L. R., 395: 14 W. R., 
154. j 

4 B. L. R., Ap., 48 
1 B. L. R., S. N., 7 
I. L. R., 11 Calc., 509 . 

24 W. R., 99 
1 Agra, 27 . 

4 N. W., 129 

I. L. R., 5 All., 430 

7 W. R., 183 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 580 . 

13 W. R.; 22 

13 W. R., 301 . 

6 W. R., Mis., 59 


3862. 5942 
3255, 3402 


796 

1413 

1227, 6082 
3231 
5653 
178 

805, 5451 
4943 
2321 
1189 
6310 
5534 


4503 

3614, 3510 
4H99 
351 
268 
434 


3887 

2038 

3850 

4481 

5082 

2883 

413, 2468 
224 

618, 3276 

626, 5760 
6002 
1391 
3636 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


^5 


Name of Case. 


J ohn V. Carter 

Johnson v. Crowe . . . 

— V, Secretary of State *. 

Johoory Lall v, Bullub Lall 
Johur Ali v, Brindabun Chunder 
Johuri Mahton v, Thakoor Nath Lukee 

Johur Mull Khoorba v, Tarankisto Deb 
J ohurra Bibee v. Sreegopal Misscr 
Jointee Chunder Seiu v. Anundo Lall Doss . 
Joitaram Bcchar v. Bai Ganga . 

Joja Pash an. In the matter of 

Jokee Lai v. Nursing Narain Singh . , • 

Jokhan Bai v, Bucho Bai . • . . 

Jokhco Lall v, Huns Kooer • • . 

Jokhurain v. Bam Uin .... 

Jokna V, Bhugwanee .... 

Joraeut Mundul v, Shooiender Nath Boy 
Jonah Ali Mollah v. Golam Assad Chowdhry 

Jonardhun Acharjee v, Haradhun Acharjee 


■■ ■ ■■ '■ V. Sreorker 

Joshi V, Joshi ...... 

Joshi Kalidas Sevakram v. Dak or Town Municipality 

Josoda Koonwar v. Gourie Byjonath Sohae Singh 
Joteeram Doss v. Huruf ..... 
Jotee Boy v, Blieechuk Meah .... 




Column 

Volume aud Page. 


of 

Digest. 

4 B. L. K., 0. C., 90 . 


393, 1049 

6 N. W., 860 


1110 

Cor., 71 : 2 Hyde, 163 . 


1084,4586 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 102 : 4 C. 
R., 349, 


2692 

14 W. R., 10 

, 

481 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 830 : 6 C.L.l 
R., 355. i 

3299 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 252 . 


5275. 5413 

I. L. B., 1 Calc., 470 . 


2376 

14 W. R., 0. C., 1 


1213 

8 Bom., A. C., 228 


8189 

3 G. L. B., 131 . 


1535 

4 W. R., Act X, 5 


1875, 5273 

3 Agra, 353 : Agra, P, B., Ed. ) 

177 

1874. 150. 

10 W. B.. 167 

J. L. B., 8 All., 419 

3 N. W., 320 

25 W. B., 391 

21 W. B., 187 . 

B. L. B., Sup. Vol., 1020 ; 

i 

n 

484 

789 

671, 683 
1653 
4404 

3044 

W. B., 513. 

. h 

B. L. B., Sup. Vol., 691 

:7( 

5675 

W. E., 386. 

) 

I. L. R., 8 All., 340 . 

, 

386 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 901 . 

, 

4514 

1. L. B., 8 Calc., 700 

. 

5134 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 714:9 C. L.l 

3925 

B., 353. 

> 

5 Mad., 364 


3378 

13 W. R., 399 . 


6014 

7 C. L. B., 424 . 


3461 

7 W. R., 110 


220, 5409 

14W. R.,476 . 


4536 

10 W. B., 378 


299, 4905 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 210 . 


273 

4 W. R., Act X, 6 


1719 

20 W. B., 4 


5736 

3 W. R., 129 


5985 

25 W. B., 221 . 


4947 

8 W. R., 483 


5120, 5132 

3 N. W., 311 


2854, 5222 

W. B., 1864, Mis., 33 . 


2234 

2 C. L. B., 26 


2018, 3901 

1 Hyde, 198 . • 


2684 

10 W. B., 360 . 


6113 

9 B. L. R., 441 : 18 W. R., 1 

4071,* 4414 

424. 


4682 

Bourko, 0. C., 359 

. 

363 

I. L. B., 2 Bom., 650 . 

. 

6146 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 399 


616, 617 
618 

6 W, R., 139 


675, 2444 

6 W. R., Mis., 115 


3204 

20 W. R., 288 . 


1170 


Joneep v. Noboo .... 

J ones V, Ledgard .... 

Jonmenjoy Coondoo v. Watson . 

Jonmenjoy Mullick v, Dassmoney Dassee 

'v, Dossmoney Dossee 

Jonna Venkata Sawmy alio^ Venkatasetti v. 
Kondareddy. 

Joobraj Chowkeedar v. Whelan . 

Joobraj Singh v, Buhooria Alumbasee Koer 
V. Gour Buksh Lall 

• V. Tookun Singh 

Joogmaya Debia v. Bara Chunder Chatterjee 
Joogulkishorc v, Jotendro Mohun Tagore 
Joogul Kishore Boy v. Ahsanoollah . 

— ^ Bughoo Nath Seal 

Joogulkishore Shaha v. Rajkishen Surmah 
J oogulkishore Singh v, Kalee Churn Singh 
— V. Oogur Narain Singh 

Joogul Lai V. Jasoda Bibee 
Joomai v. Wahid Ali 
J oomna Pershad Sookool v, Joyram Lai Mah 
Joosoop V. Vardon . • 

Jorawur Singh v, Khyrat Ali • 

Joseph V, Solano 


to 


Basireddy 


10 



6486 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Cose. 


Volume and Page. 


Jotender Mobun Tagore v. Kisben Monee Dabee 
Jotendro Mobun Tagore v. Aymun Beebee . 

— V. Brijosoondoory . 

— ' ' '■■■■' " V. Brojosoonduree Dabee 

— ■ V, Debendro Moneo 

V, Jogul Kisbore 

Jotbaram Davay. In tbe matter of . 

Joti Bbimrao v» Balu bin Bapuji 

Joti bin Nimbaji v. Somaji bin Babaji Gurav 

Jotindra Moban Tagore v. Ganendra Mohan Tagore 

Jotiram Maniram v, Devba Isbwarapa 
Jowad Ali. In the matter of the petition of 

■ - V. Hossein Bibee .... 

Jowad Hossein v, Mohabee Sabee 
Jowadunnissa Satudai Kbandan v. Jhaman Lall Misscr 
Jowahir Lall v. Pookurura Siogh . . . 

Jowabir Raboot v. Kailassoo . . • . 

Jowahir Shah v. Gridbaree Chowdhry . . . 

Jowaliur Lall v, Sultan Ali . • « • 

Jowala Buksh v. Dbarum Singb 

Jowher Ali t;. Ram Chand a . . . 

Jowburooz Zumma Khan v, Eauec Madhub Nundun 
Joychunder Biswas ^J.Kali Kisbore Dey Sircar 
Joyebunder Ghose v. Rain Narain Poddar . 

Joy Ohunder Sirdar Ramchurn . . , 

Joy Chunder Tuppadar v. Ram Churn Doss 

Joy Coomar v, Bundhoo Lall • • • . 

Joy Coomar Dutta Jha v. Esharee Nund Dutta Jha 

Joy Deb Surmah v. Huroputty Sunn ah 
Joydeo Singh v. IJarihar Pershad Singh . * 

Joydoorga Dassee v, Manick Chaud Bahoo • 

Joydoorga Debia w. Gopal Chunder Baiierjce 

Joy Doorga Dossia Juggernatb Roy 

Joy Dutt Jha v, Bayee Ram Singh . . . . 

Joy Gobind Doss v. Goureeproshad Shaba , 

Joygobind Roy alias Bhojraj Roy v. Bundhoo Singb . 

Joygobind Sahoy Mahtab Koonwar 

Joygopal Mozoomdar v, Thakomonee Dabee 

Joykalee Dassee v, Chandmalla . , . , 

Joykally Dabee v. Shib Nath Chatterjee 

Joy Kishen Doss v. Turnbull . . . ♦ . 

Joykisben Mookerjee v, Ataoor Rohoman . • 

— V, Collector of East Burdwan 

— — V, Doorganarain Nag 
— ' — V. Hureehur Mookerjee 

- — V, Hurrybungso Burral 
— V. Jankee Nath Mookerjee 
— V, Jodoonath Ghose 


W. R., 1864, Act X, 11 . 6360 

IC-L. R.,366 • . 6283 

W. R., 1864, 50 . . 1762 

IW. R.,362 . . 1395 

2C.L. R..419 . . 6333 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 367 : 9 C. L. 0^9, 

R., 67. 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 30 . 6666, 6045 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 208 . 4864 

} Bom., 166 . . 4908 

9B. L. R., 377: 18 W. R.,") 

369 : L. R., 1. A., Sup. [ 2634, 2669 
Vol.,47. J 

L.L. R., lOBom., 189 5297 

8W. R., 4 . . 274 

8W. R.,207 . . 311 

23W. R.,412 . . 670 

23W. R., 168 . . 2742 

6 W. R., 262 , • 1680, 4601 

I W. R., 74 . . 2300 

10 W. R., Cr., 36 . . 6281 

12W. R.,214 . . 4929 

10 Moore’s I. A., 511 . 1667, 4472 

^ <f” 3392, 446d 

K. , 419, note. ’ 

II W. R., 220 . . 6453 

8 C. L. R., 41 . . 6476 

21 Vi. R., 43 . . 6425 

6 W. R., 323 . . 2893 

15W.R., 117 . . 4140 

I. L. R., 9 Oalc., 363: 12 C.! ,7/rQ 

L. R., 490. ) 

10 B. L. R., 165 : 18 W. R., 

10 W. R., 282 . . 2247 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 677 . 6527 

low. R., 248 . . 6079 

9 W. R., 638 . . 2890 

16 W. R., 2»6 . . 6279 

7 W. R., 40 . . 5318 

7 W. R., 201 . . 4274, 4284 

17 W. R., 342 . . 3980 

7 W. R., 1 . . . 1695 

11 W. R., 381 . . 327 

9W. R., 133 . . 1357,1366 

Bourke, Test., 5 . > 4713 

24 W. R., 137 . . 3836 

I. L. R.. 6 Calc., 22 : 6 C. L. 225, 6131 
R., 676. , 6141 

1 W. R., P. C., 26 : 10 Moore’s \ (..oa 

1. A., 16. 1 

IIW. R., 349 . . 1343 

6 W. B., 289 . . 2793 

9 W. R., 286 . . 2892 

Marsh, 93:; Hay, 162. 1197 

17 W. U., 471 . . 2884, 3075 

3W. R., 1 . . . 3829 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6487 


Name of Case. 


Joykishen Mookerjee v. Parbutty Churn Ghossal . 
r. Pearee Mohun Dutt 

— V, Raj Kishen Mookerjee 

» " " ■ — , 

— S ■ "" ■ . 

■ V. Eeazoonissa Beobee 

Joykishen Shaba v. Bishoka Moyee Chowdrain • 

Joy ^isbore Chowdhrain o. Nuhee Buksh . • 

Joy Kishore Chowdhry v, Panchoo Baboo . 

Joy Kishore Singh v, Thakoor Dass . 

Joykisbto Mookeijee o. Hurr’eebur Mookerjee 
Joykissen Bose w. Wise . 

Joy Kissen Mookerjee. In the matter of the petition 
of. 

.. — I V, Collector of East Burdwan 

v» Mudoosoodun Kulliah 

— ■ ■■ ' ' — ' ' " ■ V. Queen . « 

Joykisto Cowar v, Nittyanund Nundy 

Joy Kooer v, Furlong 

— — V, Suroop Narain Thakoor 

Joykristo Mookeijee. In the matter of • 

Joy Kura Singh v, Man Patuck . . • 

Joykurun Lall «?. Asmudh Kooer . . . 

Joy Lall Tewaree v, Gossain Bhoobun Geer 

Joyloll Sheikh v, Brojonath Pal Chowdry *. 

Joymonee Debia v, Itnam Buksh Talookdar 
Joymonee Dossee v, Hurro Nath Roy , 

Joymoney Dossee. In the goods of . , 

J oymooruth Kooer Baldeo Singh . 

J oymungul Singh v, Lall Rung Pal Sing . 

V. Mohun Ram Marwiiree • 

V. Mohunram Marwari . 

- p. Pokharun Singh » 

- — V. Saeedun .... 

Joy Narain Bhuggut v, Kasheo Chowdhry 
J oynarain Bose v. Collector of 24-Pergunuahs 
Joynarain Geeree v, Shibpershad Geeree 
Joy Narain Giree Goluck Chunder Mytee 

— — ~v, 

— V. Greesh Chunder Mj tee 

Joy Narain Giri v. Girish Chunder Myti . 
“y* Goluck Chunder Mytee 

—I — — — 

^ Sheeb Proshad Giri 

Joynarain Manjee v, Muddoosoodun Gorait • 

Joynarain Pattur v, Russick Mohun Banerjee 
Joynarain Roy v, Punchanund .... 




Colamn 

Volume and Pac:e, 

of 



Digest. 

22 W. R., 183 . 


5143 

8 W. R., 160 


4209 

5 W R , 147 


892, 3030 

12 W, R., 315 . 


327, %460 

16 \V. R., 101 . 

• • 

4283 

4 W. R., 40 

• . 

2951 

17 W. R,, 355 . 

• . 

3513 

17 W. R., 178 . 


6696 

4 C. L. R., 538 . 

• ! 

2139,2143, 

2289 

3 Agra, 75 . 


1345 

12 W. R., 365 . 

, , 

2745, 4193 

W. R., 1864, Mis., 37 

- 

2707 

24 W. R., Cr.. 40 . 

• • 

4505 

8 Moore s I. A., 265 

• • 

4634 

W. R., 1864, Act X. 90 

540 

1 Ind., Jur., 0. S., 61 

: 1 W.-i 


R., P. C., 13 : 9 Moore's [ 

285 

I. A., 168. 



I. L. R., 3 Calc., 738: 2 C.'J 
L. R., 440. 3 

880,2376 

W. R.. 1864, Act X, 112 

2988 

W. R., 1864, 259 . 


3710 

IB. L. K., A., Cr.,20 

iiow.-^ 

4103 

R., Cr., 5. 

> 

21 W. U., Cr., 41 


1306, 2010 

5 W. R.. 126 


3335, 3336 

21 W. R., 334 . 

• • 

1457 

9 W. R., 162 

• i 

544, 1639, 
6279 

13 W. R., 471 . 


4309 

2 W. R., Act X, 51 


546 

14 B. L. R., 184 . 


1237 

21 W. R., 444 . 


1413, 2486 

13 W. R., 183 . 


3229 

15 W. R., 38 


380 

23 W. R., 429 . 


170, 380 

7 W, R., 465 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 

613: 6^ 

5628 

3969 

W. R., 240. 

> 

16 W. K., 148 


2690 

Marsh., 56 • 


6044 

6 W. R., Mis., 1 . 


2602, 4713 

20 W. R., 444 . 


4523 

22 W. R.. 102 


1871, 3543 

16B. L. R., 172: 22 W. R.,1 

1247 

438. 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 434: 

J 

L. R., , 

2451 

5 I. A., 228. 

/ 

26 W. R., 183 . 

. 

6459 

26 W. R , 355 . 

• • 

2359 

19 W. R., 275 . 

^ . 

4663 

2 W. R., 134 

, 

5744 

B. L. R.. Sup. Vol., 
W. R., 144. 

744: d| 

284 

W. R., 1864, 10 . 

• 

1 2349 



6488 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Kamo of Case. 


Joynath v, Soorjaram 
Joynatli Muodul v. Jamul Sheikh 

Joyrihth Koy v, Lall Bahadur Singh . 

Joynub Bebee v, Ahamed Jan , 
Joypal Roy V. Mukhoond Roy . 
Joyprokash Bluiggut v. Bhugwan Doss 
Joy Prokash Lall v, Sheo Golam Singh 
Joy Prokash Narain v. Radha Kisheu 
Joyprokash Roy v. Oorjhan Jha 

Joy Prokash Singh v. Ameer Ally 


V, Meghraj Singh 


Joyram Gossain Bhuttacharjee v. Kalee Narain Roy 
Joy ram Gossamee v. Nobin Chuiidcr Doss 
Joyram Lall Mahtoon v. Stewart 
Joyram Loot v. Pani iiam Dhoba 
Joy Ram Roy v. Ornrao Roy 
Joyram Singh v, Jugnaraiu Dobey 
Joy Sunkur Roy v. Sidhi Moham 
Joytara v. Ramhari Sirdar 


Joy tar a Dassee v, Mahomed Mobaruck 


Joy Tara Dossee v» Mahomed Hosscin 

Joy Tara Dossee Chowdrain v, Roy Chunder Ghose 

Joyudee Paramanick. In the matter of 

Joyunti Dasi v, Mahomed Ally Khan • *• 

Juala Prasad v, Khnmau Singh • • • 

Juala Singh v. Narain Das • . . . 

Jubdur Kazi. In re 

■ ' ■ ■ '% In the matter of the petition of 

Jubraj Roy v. Maekenzie • 

Judah V. Abdool Kurreom . , . . 

— V. Addi Raja Queen Bibi 

—V. Judah ...... 

V, Secretary of State for India 

Jiidal Kom Ranchhod Muiji v, Hira Mulji . 
Judhistir Patro v. Nobin Chandra Khela 
Judobunsee Bhugtahe v, Mukkun Kowaree 
Judoobunsee Koer v. Asman Koer 

V. Girbhurun Koer 

Judoo Lall Mnllick v. Gopaul Chunder Mookerjee 
Judoonath Bhuttacharjee v. Nobo Kristo Mookerjee 


Judoonath Bose v, Shumsoonnissa Begum . 


Judoo Nath Dey Girija Bhoosun Mitter 
Judoonath Dutt v, Rushad Ali 

J odoonath Ghose v, Schoene, Kilbum, <fc Co 

Judoo Nath Mookeijee. In re . 

Judoonath Mnllick v» Kalee Kisto Tagore 

V. — - 




Column 

Volume and Pago. 


of 

Digest 

8 W. R., Cr., 66 . 


4359 

6 W. R., Cr., 71 . 


4112 

I. L. K., 8 Calc., 126 : 

10 C.) 

2879,4299 

L. R., 146. 


6727, 6080 

Marsh., 31 : 1 Hay, 68 


6337 

17 W. R., 280 


1379 

Marsh., 589. 


2269 

L L. R., 11 Calc., 37 


174, 374 

W. R., 1864, 227 . 


5109 

3 W. R., 174 


3956 

9 W. R., 91 

. > 

> 

1678, 1736, 
4660 

12 W. R., 207 . 

764, 767 

20 W. R., 291 


4771 

25 W. R., 318 


2711 

20 W. R., 453 


4401,4413 

8 C. L. R., 54 


3130, 3133 

12 W. R., 431 


6790 

10 W. R., Cr., 16 . 


4491 

7 C. L. E., 373 . 


6293 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 638 


2422, 2497 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 975 : 
L. R., 399. 

11 c.| 

1448, 1749 
4147, 6074 
6094 

2 W. R., Mis., 2 . 


5482 

1 W. R., 136 

• 

322 

7 C. L. R., 66 


345 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 423 


542 

I. L. R., 2 All., 617 


2716 

1. L. R., 3 AIL, 541 


179, 388 

8 C. L. R., 390 . 


5558 

I. L. K., 6 Calc., 718 


6658 

5 C. L. R., 231 . 


3049 

22 W. R., 60 


6170 

2 Mad., 177 


4511 

5 B. L. R., 433 . 

’( 

2538, 6207 
6203, 6205 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 445 


1330, 2674 

4 Bom., A. C., 75 


6684, 5742 

1. L. R., 13 Calc., 73 


3535 

1 W. K., Mis., 6 . 


1 1074 

14 W. R., 370 . 


1690 

12 W. R., 168 . 


3417 

L. R., 13 I. A., 77 


6281 

3 W. R., S. C. C. Ref., 2 

3330 


! 

470, 862 

8W. R., P. C., 3: 11 Moore's) 
I. A., 651. ] 

2834, 4161 
4866, 5096 
5099, 5100 



6873 

23 W. R., 446 . 


474 

19 W. R., 105 


443a 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 971 : 
L. R., 343. 

12 C.j 

8041 

Bourke, 0. C., 186 


4450 

22 W. R., 73 

, , 

6224, 5788 

25 W. R., 524 

• . 

4127, 5224 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6489 


Nanio of Case. 


Judoonath Paul v, Prosunnonath Dutt 
Judoonath Roy. In the matter of the petition of 

■ ' ' '■ V, Buroda Kant Roy 

■ - V. Ram Buk^h Chatterjee 

Ram Buksh Chuttangee 

Judoonath Sadhookhan. In the matter of • 

Judoonath Sein w. Ram Coomar Chatterjee 
Judoonath Shaha v. Nobin Chunder Shaha 
Judoo Nath Shahana v, Jadub Churn Thakoor . 
Judoonath Sircar v, Bonomalee Mitter 

- Buseunt Coomar lioy Chowdhry 

Judoonath Tcwarec o. Bishonath Tewaree . 

Judoonauth Bose t?. Shumshcroonnissa Begum 
Judoo Nundon Lall. In the matter of the petition of 

Judooputtee Chatterjee v. Chunder Kant Bliuttacharjee 

Judow Mulji V, Chhagan Raichand . . 

Jugal Kishore v. Hulasi Ram .... 
Jugatmoni Chowdrani v. Romjani Bibee • 
Jugdanund Gosamee v, Kossub Nund Goaamee 
Jugdeep Narain Sahee v. Court of Wards 

Jugdeep Narain Singh v, Deendial 

Jugdel Narain Sub aye v, Lalla Ram Piukash 
Jugdeo Singh v. Molazim Hosseiii 
Jugdesh Chunder Biswas v. Abedollah Mundul 
Jugdiah Chunder Biswas v, Chowdhry Zuhoorul Huq 
Jugernath v. Ilahi ...... 

fl uggendronath Banerjee Rajendronath Haidar 
Juggernath. In the matter of the petition of 

Juggernath Doss v, Brijnath Doss 

Juggernath Khan v. Maclachlan 

Juggernath Khootia v, Doobo Misser 
Jugger Nath Panee v. Chuttur Narain Deb 
Juggernath Sahai. In the matter of 
Juggernath Sahaie v. Mukkum Koonwar . 
Juggernath Sahee v. Alhad Kowur 

J uggemath Sahoo v. J udoo Roy Singh 

— V, Mahomed Hossein 

Juggernath Sawunt v, Odhiranee Narain Koomaree 
Juggemauth Sew Bux v. Ram Dyal . 

Juggesh Prakash Gauguli. In the matter of the peti- 
tion of. 

Juggeshur Bunwaree Gobind v. Chunder Sircar . 
Juggesh war Dass. Jn the matter of the petition of 
V. Koylash Chunder Chatterjee 

Juggessur Buttobyal Roodro Narain Roy 
J uggessur Coowar v, Prossona Coomar Ghose 
Juggessur Dey v, Kritarthomoyoe Dossee . 


i 


Column 

1 Volume and Psif^e 


of 

Digest. 

1 

9 W. R., 71 


4937 

19 W. R., Cr., 1 . 

• • 

4730. 4740 

22 W. R.. 220 . 


138 

12 W. R., 238 . 


858 

7 W. R., 635 


1927, 6618 

15 W. R., 40 


1240 

9 W. R., 359 


5080 

21 W. R., 289 


1099 

11 W. R., 294 . 


4336 

' 2 W. R., 295 


2059 

11 B. L R., 286: 16 
105 : 19 W. R., 264. 

W. K., 1 

2491, 2497 

9 W. R., 61 

. i 

1209, 2444 
2454, 2406 

1 

24(!7 

W. R., F. B., 60 . 


4101 

24 W. R., Cr., 22 


4237 

9 W. R., .3091 

V 

( 

404, 4289 
5938, 6222 

' I. L. R., 5 Bom., 306 


6874 

i I. L. R.. 8 All., 264 


2375, 4262 

i I. L. R., 10 Calc,, 533 


3664 

W. R., 1864, 146 


2.332, 2841 

i 22 W. R., 469 . 


2736 

12 B. L. R., 100; 20 W. R.,1 
174. ) 

2157 

2 W. R., 292 


4154 

13 W. R., 108 . 


6243 

1 14 W. R., 68 


4788 

24 W. R., 317 . 


1747, 5292 

3 N. W., 207 


3916 

7 W. R., 357 


2486 

, 7 W. R., 246 


3561 

I. L. U., 4 Calc.. 322: 3 C. ) 

i2698, 2828 

1 L. R., 375. 


1 3108 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 681 : 

8C. L.^ 

1054 

R., 225. 

) 

14W. R., 80 

17W. R., 410 

8 C. L. R., 236 . 

3 W. R., 24 
. 19 W. R., 140 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 829 : 

4 C, L. > 

2390 

1464 

1966' 

2140 

4197 

1870 

i R., 387. 

) 

1 15 W. R., 173 . 

• • 1 

770, 1221 

1 20 W. R., 126 . 

, 

2430 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 791 

• 

1064, 1821 

' 3 B. L. R., A. C., 67 


. 4502 


Marsh., 375 : 2 Hay, 344 
I. L. R., 12 Calc., 55 . 


12W. R., 299 . > . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 282 
12 B. L. R., 266: 21 W. 
R., 210. ) 


C 1600, 2261 


6190 


TABLE OP CASES IN TPE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Juggessur Dhur v. Bhugobutty Dassee 
Juggessur Doyal Singh w. Bissessnr Persbad 
Juggessur Nundee v, Cbunder Gobind Singh 
Juggessur Roy, In the m alter of 
Juggessur Sircar v. Nilambur Biswas 
J uggessur Subaye v. Gopal Lall * 

Juggobundboo Bose v. Wise • • • 

Juggobundboo Coondoo Nil Cosnul Surmah 
Juggobundboo Deb v, Goluck Cbunder Haidar 
Juggobundboo Gbose v, Cbowdhry Mumtaz Hossein 
Juggobundboo Mozoomdar Gooroo Persad Roy . 

- — — ■■ — V, Goorooperaaud Roy 

Juggobundboo Shaba v. Promothoiiath Roy 

Juggobundhu Mukerjee v. Ram Cbunder Bysack . 
Juggobundo Chatterjee v, Watson <& Co. 

Juggobundoo Shaw v. Grant, Smith, Co. • 

Juggodanund Misser v, Hamid Russool 
Juggodesbary Cbowdhrain. In the matter of 
Juggodesbury Dossia v. Umachurn Roy 

Juggodishari Debi. In the matter of the petition of 
Juggodisb Cbunder Biswas v, Turrikoollah Sircar 
Juggodumba Dossce. In re . . • • 

1 ,. Puddomoney Dossee 

■ V. Tarakant Banei*jce • 

Juggo Lall Oopadhya v, Jankee Bibee . . 

Jutfgomobun Bukshee v. Roy Motbooranath Chow- ( 
dbry. 

Juggomobun Gbose 27. Kaisreeebund . 
V, Manick Cbund 

Juggud Indur Bunwaree v. Sooij Coomar Cbowdhry 
Juggun Lall. In the matter of ... 

J uggunnath v* Beck . • • . . 

V. Komal Singh 

Juggun nath Deb Nazir v, Mobeboollah 
Juggunnath Persbad Dutt v, Hogg . . . , 

Juggurnatb Deb v, Mahomed Mokeem , ... 

Juggur Nath Roy Cbowdhry v, Kishen Pershad Sur- 
ma alias Raja Baboo. 

Juggurnath Roy Cbowdhry v, Munorekba Dossee 
■ - ' ' V, Raj Cbunder Roy 

Juggurnath Sahoo v. Mahomed Hossein 

Juggurnath Singh 17. Afzul Khan .... 

17. Abmedoollah .... 

Juggur Nauth Shaw v, lasur Cbunder Roy , • 

Juggut Cbunder v. Banee Madhub Banerjee 
Juggut Cbunder Bhadooree v, Sbib Cbunder Bbadooreo 
Juggut Cbunder Bhadoory i7. Sbib Cbunder Bbadoory . 
Juggut Cbunder Cbowdhry i7. Bhugwan Chunder Put- ( 
tehdur. { 



Colunin 

Volume and Page. 

of 


14 W. R., 404 

686 

12 C. L. R., 281 

4316 

9 W. R., 524 

6090 

6 C. L. R., 170 

394 

3 W. R., 217 

2088 

11 W. R., 260 

5272 

12 W. R., 409 

33, 5128 

W. R., 1864, 190 

5216 

10 W. R., 228 

299 

W. R., 1864, 205 

3874 

Marsh., 62: 1 Hay, 226 

5778 

Marsh, 64 : 1 Hay, 228 • 

2793, 4168 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 767 . 

5183 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 684 : 6 C. 
L. R., 648. 

4465 

Bourke, A. 0. C.. 162 • 

6222 

2 Hyde, 129 : Cor., 47 . 

1676, 4686 
4603 

10 W. R., 52 

4163 

3 C. L. R., 94 . 

4498 

7 W. R., 237 

1683, 6346 

I.L. R.. 7 Calc.. 84:8 C. L. 
R., 397. 

4666 

24 W. R., 90 

10 B. L. R., Ap., 22, note : 15 

2589 

494 

W.R.,75. . 

15 B. L. R.. 318 . 

2829 

6C. L.R., 121 . 

6037 

17 W. R., 521 . 

283 

7 W. R., P. C., 18 : 11 Moore’s 
1. A., 223. 

^ 2001 

9 Moore’s I. A., 256 

2710 

4W. R., P. a, 8: 7 Moore’s 

1 1342,2705 

I. A., 263. 

) 2710 

Marsh., 627 • • 

4296 

7 C. L. R., 356 . 

1840, 2010 

2 N. W., 60 

1117, 4245 

3 N. W., 123 

3920, 4758 

17 W. R., 164 . 

6228 

12 W. R., 117 . 

334, 473 
5047 

17 W. R., 161 • 

6753, 6812 

7 W. R., 266 

2260 

2 W. R., 156 

AV. R., 1864, Act X, 120 

14 B. L. R.,386:.L. R., 2 I. 

A., 49 : 23 W. R., 99. J 

17 W. R., 130 . 

8 W. R., 132 

Bourke, 0. C., 146 

23 W. R., 205 . 

16 W. R., 269 . 

22 W. R., 255 . 

Marsh., 27: 1 Hay, 67: 1> 

460.3 

3180 

2942, 3386 
3441 
6119 
1923 
425 
6006 

808 

3334 

4143 

Ind. Jur., 0, S., 67. j 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE -DIGEST. 


6491 


Namn of Case. 


Ju^^ut Clmnder Chuckerbutty. In the matter of 
Clmuder Dntt v, Panioty ... 

V. Podaiiath Dhur 

Juggut Chunder Mozumdar Kaai Chunder Moz 
dar. 

Jugf 2 ;ut Chunder Roy v. Chunder Monee Shaha • 

— V. Mohima Chunder Paul . 

■ V, Bamnarain Bhuttacharjee 

V, Roop Chand Shaw . 

Juggut Indur Bunwaree v. Bhubo Tarinee Dassco 
J uggutjeebun Gooptoo v, Haro Coomar Pal 
Juggut Lall Chowdbry v. Tasudduck Ali • • 

Juggut Misser v, Bd.boo Lall • • • • 

Juggutmoheenee Dossee v» Sokhcemonee Dossee . 

Joggut Mohinee Bibee v. Ram Cbund Ghose • 
Juggut Mohinee Dossee v, Dwarka Nath Bysack • 

Madhub Chunder Kur . 

^ — — — V, Monohur Koouwar • 

Juggut Narain o. Toolsee Ram • 

Juggut Narain Singh v. Collector of Manbhoom • 
Jugjeebun Goopta v, Hurro Kumar Pal • . 

Jugjeebun Goopto v. Golock Monee Dcbia . • 


Jugmohun Doss v. Poorno Chunder Roy . 
Jugmohun Lall v. Buddun Koer 
Jug Mohun Mahto v. Luchmeshur Singh . • 

Jugmohun Tewaree v. Buldeo Naik • • • 

Jugmohun Tewari r. Finch . . • • 

Jugo Bundhoo Bose v. Collector of Dacca . 

V. Koomoodinee Kant Banerjee 

Chowdhry. 

Jugobundhoo Dutt v, Maseyk . . • • 

Jugobundhoo Haidar v, Sree Narain Mitter 
J ugobundhoo Mookeiieo v, Luckheessuree Dobia 
Jugobundhoo Sein v, Bhugwan Ch under Doss 
Jugobundhoo Shah Poramanick v, Odicial Assignee 
Jugobundhoo Tewaree v, Kurum Singh 
Jugobundoo Roy v, Fyez Buksh Chowdhry . 
Jugodumba Chowdhrain v. Ram Chunder Deo 
Jugoduraba Debia v, Rohinee Debia . 

Jagodumba Koer v. Mircha Koer 
J agojeebun Lall Dhubal Deb v, Kartick Chunder Bon- 
dopadhya. 

Jugomohan Haidar v, Sarodamoyee Dossee 
Jugomohun Bukshee v. Soorendronath Roy Chowdbry 
Jugo Mohun Sahoo v. Monee Lall Chowdbry 
Jugo Mohun Singh v. Dabee Pershad 
Jugo Moyee. Chowdhrain v. Government 
Jugoo Lall Oopadbya v. Manoohur Lall Oopadhya 



Volume and Pago. 



Column 

of 





Digest. 


23 W. R., 237 . 



1986 


I. L. R., 2 Calc., 110 



6166 

• 

6 W. E., Act X, 48 



3016 


8 W. R., 427 



1596, 4168 


I. L. R., 10 Calc., 609 



4330 


I. L. R., 6 Calc., 440 : 

7C 

L.* 

1969, 5521 

1 

R., 330. 



5624 


17 W. R., 277 . 

m 


681 


11 W. E., 331 . 

• 

t 

1427 


1 W. R., 126 

• 

i 

6177 


I. L. E , 6 Calc., 811 

• 


1205 


14 W. R., 19 

• 


300 


I. L. R., 5 Calc., 719 



229 


26 W. R., 648 . 

• 


1369 

• 

5W. E.,Cr.,60 . 

• 


1674, 4987 
6089 

( 

10 B. L. R., 19 : 17 

W. 

R.. 


1 

41 : 14 Moore’s I. A. 

,289. . 


• 

0 W. R., 100 



3523 

• 

I. L. R., 8Calc,682 



3066 

• 

16 W. U., 66 



841 

• 

26 W. R., 278 . 



3309 

f 

10 W. R.,99: 1 B. 
A. C., 71. 

L. 

B.,- 

437,442 

# 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 413, note 

, 

2290 

• 

6 C. L. R., 135 . 

• 

, 

229 


22 W. E., 364 . 


, 

1927 

■1 

6W.B.,P.C., 10: 2 Moore’s! 
I. A., 487. i 

3913 


3 W. R., Act X, 133 

• 


1610 

• 

9 W. R., 243 

• 


401, 697 

• 

I L. R., 10 Calc., 748 

• 


3136 


3 Agra, 162 



4399,4949 


I. L. R., 9 Calc., 62 : 
L. R., 100. 

11 

C.^ 

6294 


W. R., 1864, 273 . 

• 


6107 

'j 

19 W. R., 89 

• 


46 

• 

W. R., 1864, 81 . 

• 


3870 

9 

20 W. B., 188 

• 


6780 


W. B., 1864, 388 . 

• 


1822 

• 

17 W. R., 16 

• 


448 

• 

21 W. R., 194 . 

• 


210 


22 W. R., 341 . 

• 


1082, 2279 

• 

8 W. R., 166 

• 


1453 


6 W. R., 327 

• 


4173 


3 W. R., 622 

• 


2.^43 


17 W. R., 269 .. 

• 


84, 86, 92 


26 W. R., 1 . 

• 


4660 

• 1 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 149 

• 


2468 

, 1 

13 W. R., 106 



»«5624 

• 

11 W. R., 642 . 

• 


2762 

• 

W. R.. 1864, Act X, 47 



12 


3 W. R., Mis., 17 

• 


219 

. 

19 W. R., 43 

• 


2466 



492 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Jugoolal UpadliyatJ. Ekbaloonissa 
Jugroopa Chowdhrain v. Bunwarce Tewar^e 

Jugtanund Missor v, Nerghan Singh . 

Jugul Kishor Banerjee v. Abhaya Oliaran Sarma 
Jugul Kish ore v. Jotendro Mohun Tagore . 

Jugun Nath v. Ghaseeram 
Jugunnath Sahee Deo v, Burra Lall Opendronath Sahee ( 
Deo. I 

Jugurnath v. Balgobind ...... 

Jiigurnath Singh w. Ahmedoollah 
Jugutbundhoo Chuckerbutty Jugut Chunder Chow- ( 
dhry. • i 

Jugut Chunder Roy Cbowdhry v, Eshan Chunder Ba- ( 
norjee. [ 

Jugutendur Bunwaree v. Din Dyal Chatterjee 

Jugut Mohini Dassee v. Madlm Siidhan Dutt . j 

Jugut Shobhun Chunder v. Binaud Chunder 
Jugut Shobhun Chunder alias Doolal Chunder Dehin- 
gur Goasamy v, Binaud Chunder alias Soda 
bhun Dehingur Gossamy. 

Juhooree Lall Sahoo v. Dear 
Juhoorun v, Girdharee Ram 

Julebia Chitta Koer v. Bhagee Koer . 

Julfikar Husain v, Munna Lai . 

Jullessur Kooer w. Uggur Roy . , 


)ehin-'I 


Julio w Surma Patwaree v. Madhub Ram Atoi Boorha ) 


Bhukut. 

Jumal Ali v. Wahed Ali 
Jumaut Ali Shah v. Chowdry Chutturdharee Sahee 

Jumeela t;. Mulleeka 
Jumeelun v, Wallee Ahmed 
Jummal Ali v. Tirbhu Lall Doss 


7 W. R., m • . • 

20W. R., 351 

I. L, R., 6 Calc., 433 : 7 C. L ^ 
R., 347. 1 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 84 . 

1. L; R., 10 Calc., 985 : L. ] 
R., 11 I. A., 66. J 

IN. W.. 32: Ed. 1873, 30 

6 W. R., Mis., 54 

1 N. W., 105 : Ed. 1873, 154 

8 W. R., 132 

12 W. R., 519 . 

24 W. R., 220 

I W. R, 310 
10 C. L. R., 4 
I. L. R.. 9 Calc., 925 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 925 

23 W. R., 399 . 

3W. R.,Cr., 70 . 

6 N. W., 41 

I. L. R., 3 All., 148 
I. L. R., 9 Calc.. 725 : 12 C. 
L. R., 460. 

16 W. R., 202 

II W. R., 97 
16W. R., 185 

W. R., 1864, 252 : 5 W. R., 
23: 1 Ind. Jur., N. S.,26. 

10 W. R., 31 

12W. R.,41 


Jummalapudi Kalidas v. Attaluri Subhamma 
Jummeeuttunuissa v. Noor Mahomed 
Jumna Dass v. Eckford .... 

■ ' " - V. Mehur Singh , . 

Jumna Doss v. Gawsee Meah • 

Jumna Pershad v. Bheem Sein . 

V, Bhowanee 

Jumna Singh v. Kamar-un-nisa 
Jumoona Dassee Chowdhranee v. Bama 
Dassee Chowdhranee. 

Jumoona Dassya v. Bamasoondari Dassya . 
Jumoona Doss v. Pookhur Singh 
Jumoona Persad Singh v. Dig Narain Singh 
Jumoona Pershad v, Zaibunnissa . . 

Jumulla v. Mulka 


I. L. R., 7 Mad., 29 
W. R., 1864, Act X, 77 
I. L. R., 9 Calc., 1 
1 Agra, 182 t 

21 W. R., 124 

1 Agra, Mis., 8 

2 Agra, Rev., 1 

I. L. R., 3 All., 152 . 

Soonderee ^ g ^ ^ 

I. L. R., 1 Calc.. 289 : 25 W. 
R.. 235 : L. R., 3 I. A., 72. 

22 W. R., 133 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 1 : 13 C. L. 
R., 74. 

5 C. L. R„ 268 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 26 : 5 W. 
R., 23. 


Column 

jOf 

Difirefiit. 


3241 

2027 

1821 

5336 

2522 

448 

3561 

6243 

3840 

6288 

5198 

1674, 3195 
17, 726 
5508 

2857, 2915 

2857, 2915 

3061 

957 

1451, 1459 
1479 
3139 

2309, 2495 

524, 5632 

5931 

2994 

3648, 3654 

3330 

2234, 6271 
5411 
2276 
5176 
4513 
591 
4929 

3331 
1656 

186, 5065 
4883 

1249, 1694 
2116, 2437 
4040 

2400 

2819 

3648, 8654 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6493 


Name of Case. 


Jumunooddeen Ahmed v. Hossein Ali 
Junardun Dqiis Milter v. Kooknee Bullnb . • 

Jiinaruddeen Misser v. Nobin Chunder Perdhan . 

J unepsur Doss v, Lalla Ramdhnnee Lall • 

J uneswar Dass v, Mahabeer Singh 

Jung Babadoor v. Jugdeo Roy .... 
Jungee Lall v. Sham Lall Misser 
Jungee Lall Mahajun v. Brijo Beharee Singh 
Junglee Ram. In the matter of the petition of . 

V, Ram Heet Sahoy 

Jungoo Lall V. Lala Alum Chand 

Junjla Venkatarayadu v. Junjla Kamammah 

Junmajoy Mojoomdar v, Keshub Lall Ghose 

Junmajoy Mullick v. Dwarkanath Mytee 

Junmejoy Mookerjeo. In the matter of 
Junmejoy Mullick v. Gunga Ram Dutt • 
Jurbundhun Singh v, Sheoraj Singh . 

Jusab Haji Jafar v. Gul Muhammad 
Jusagheri Gosamier v. Collector of Tanjore . 
Juseemooddeen Biswas v, Huro Soonduree Dosseo 

Jushoda Koonwur v, Gowreo Byjnath Pershad 

Jusoda Koer v, Lalla Nettya Lall 
Jussoda Dossee v. Matunginee Dossee . * 

Jussoondah Ajodhia Pershad 
Justices of the Peace for Bombay v. Great Indian Pen- 
insula Railway Company. 

Justices of the Peace for Calcutta v. Hera Lall Seal 

— — Maharanee of Burd- 

wan. 

— V, Oriental Gas Com- 
pany. 

Juswant Singh v, Doolee Chund 
J us wunt Singh. In re . • 

Jutadhari Lai v. Rughobeer Persad . 

Juttadharce Singh v, Wuzeer Singh • 
flutto Moar^j. Basmuttec Kooer 
Juveerbhaec Vurujbhaee 

Jwala Nath v, Hullu . . . 

Jwalapershad 17. Kedar Nath 
Jykishoon Sookul v. Shunkur Sookul 
Jyram Gir v, Krishan Kishore Chund 


Kabeel Saha v, Radha Kissen Mullick 

Kabil Nusyo v, Baharullah 

Kabir valad Ramjan v, Mahadu valad Shiwaji 

Kaboohin v, Shumsheir Ali 

Kabul Krishna Doss v. Mohessuree Debia . 

Kachar Bhoj Vaija v, Bai Rathore 


Volume and Page. 

Column 

of 

Digest 

2 W. R., Mis., 49 . 

3731 

6 W. R., Mis., 48 

3493, 3514 

Marsh., 232: 1 Hay, 634 

17 W. R., 263 .* 

I. L. R.,1 Calc., 163: 26 W. 

2283 

3080 

3379 

R.. 84 : L. R., 3 I. A., 1. 

26W. R.,247 . 

681 

20W. R., 120 

2076, 6438 

2 W. R., Mis., 21 

‘ 210 

19W. R., 47 

173, 376 

7W. R., 279 

3163 

6 Mad., 151 

6075 

10 W. R., 484 .. . 

2476 

I. L. R, 5 Calc., 287 : 4 C. L.-^ 
R., 674. > 

1844 

14W.R.,215 . 

403 

21 W. R., 26 . . • . 

510 

5N.W., 184 

403, 2861 

12 Bom., 175 

4792 

6 Mad., 384 

109 

19 W. R., 274 .. . 

3902 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 365 : 6 W.\ 

182, 664 

R., Mis , 53. ) 

4436 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 43 

2275 

12W. R., 249 

5359 

2Ind.Jur.,N.S.,261 . 

2359 

9 Bom., 217 ... 

4050 

Bourke, 0. C., 412 

648 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 302 . 

648 

8B.L.B., 433: 17 W. R.,^ 
364. j 

25W. R.,266 . 

lind. Jur., N. S., 301: 6> 
W. R., Cr., 18. i 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 508 : 12 C. 

L. R., 256. 

12 W. R., 357 . 

15 W. R., 479 . 

3 Moore R I. A., 324 

3 Agra, 65 : Agra, F. B., Ed. 

650, 3090 
4618, 5296 
2151 

6168, 5642 

2379 

3613 

5186 

4645 

1414,2482 

1874, 138. 

3 Agra, 175 • • 

3333 

3 Agra, 168 

2522, 6375 

3 Agra, 307 

3962, 4009 


16 W. R., 146 . 

2995 

17 W. K., Cr., 37 

5154 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 360 

1196 

11 W. R., 16 

4814 

16 W. R., 270 . 

3405 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 289 

4044 



6494 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name o! Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Kachekalyana Rungjappa Kalakka Tola TTdiar 
Kachivigajaya Rungappa Kalakka Tola Udiar. 

Ka«hu Bayaji v, Kacboba Vithoba 
Kachubbai Beir Gulabchand v, Krishnabai • 
Kachur Subray a v, Bengal Santappaiya 
Kadambinee Dossee v, Doorga Churn Dutt • 
Kadar v„ Ismail ...... 

Kadarbacba Sabib v, Rangasvami Nayak • 

Kadaressur Mookerjea v, Oooroo Churn Mookerjea 

Kadari bin Ranu v, Atmarambbat 

Kadarsa Rautan v, Raviah Bibi 

Kader Buksb Biswas v. Ram Nag Chowdhry 

Kader Natb Dutt v. Okboy Coomar Bbuttacharjee 

Kadir Ali Khan v, Nowsba Begum 

Kadir Buksh v» Ilahi Buksh • • . . 

■' V. Wise . . • . . 

Kadir Buksh Khan v. Fusseeh-oon-nissa 
Kadir Bux v. Ram Tabul Bbagut • • • • 

Kadir Gazee v. Mohadebee Dossia 
Kadir Mahomed v, Mahomed Sahr 
Kadumbinee Dossee v» Bhugobutty Chum Gbose • 
V, Koylash Kaminee Dossee • 


Kadumbinee Dossia v, Kasbeenautb Biswas 
V. Unnopoorna Dayo 


Kadumbini Dabya v, Koylash Chunder 


Pal Chowd 


hry 


Kaem Khan v, Saheba Jan 
Kafaetoollab v. Ariza Bibeo 
Kafaetoollah Khan v, Futteh Ali 
Kabanarama v, Ranga 


Kahandas Narandas v, Dahiabhai 


Kahandas Narrandas. In re • 

Kaihur Singh v, Eoop Singh . • • 

Kailasanatha v* Tiruvengada . • 

Kailas Chandra Bose v. Bhuban Chandra Boso 
Kailas Chandra Ghose v, Fuleband Jahurri 


Kailas Chandra Roy v, Hiralal Seal • 


Kailas Chandra Sanncl v, Dowlat Sheikh 

Kailas Chandra Sirkar v. Durgadas Tarafdar 
Kailasnath Gbose v, Biswanath Biswas 

Kaim Ali Jawardar v. Lakhikant Chuckerbutty 

Kaipreta Ramen v. Makkbayil Mutoren 
Kaisho v, Jumna • • . • • 

Kaisrur v. Put Ram .... 
Kaji Ahmed v, Kaji Mahamad • 

Kakaji bin Ranoji v. Bapuji bin Madhavrav 
Kakaji Sakharam v. Govind Ganesh • 


2B.L.R., P. C., 72: 11 W. 

j 1 

R., P. C., B3 : 12 Moore's I. ; 
A., 495. 

II 2749,2773 

10 Bom., 491 

6127, 6143 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 635 . 

316, 1774 

7 Mad., 167 

2043 

Marsh., 4: 1 Hav, 25 •. 

6762 

I. L. R., 9MKd.;il9 . 

4839 

1 Mad., 150 

402, 2211 
3124 

2 C. L. R., 388 . 

6671 

3 Bom., A. C., 11 . 

2498 

2 Mad., 108 • 

3378, 4763 

7 W. R., 448 

1360 

9 W. R., 202 

477 

2 Agra, 154 

I. L. R., 2 All., 283 . 

Marsh., 165: 1 Ind. Jur., 0. 

3731 

1880 

6083 

S , 103 ; 1 Hay, 370. 

5 Moore’s I. Ai, 413 

4500 

3 N. W., 125 

4535 

6 W. R., ActX,47 

3035 

1 W. R., 277 

2843 

10 W. R., 7 

554 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 431 . 

3088 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 19: 9 C. L. 
R., 25. 

433,4237 

13 W. R., 338 . 

2985 

14 W. R., 289 

4138, 4430 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 554 : 8 C. L. 
R., 19. 

318, 675 

7 W R., 362 

4206 

23 W. R., 264 . 

4480 

1 Agra, Rev., 28 . 

532 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 8 

6704 

I. L. R., 3 Bora., 182 . 

690, 3185 
4200 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 154 , 

60(i3 

3 N. W., 4 

2200, 4155 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 420 . 

907 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 18 

6298 

8B. L. R.,474 . 

3547 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 93; 10 W. 

1506, 1590 

R., 403. 

3060 

5 B. L. R., Ap., 57 : 14 W. 
R., 42. 

5706 

3 B. L. R,, A. C., 284, note 

1690 

4 B. L. R., 0. C., 41 . 

48,2190 

1 B. L. R., F. B., 23 : 10 W. 
R., F. B., 32. 

6622 

1 Mad., 359 

3758 

1 Agra, 140 

2490 • 

2 Agra, Pt. TI, 212 

•2916 

1. L. R., 9 Bom., 308 • 

6234 

8 Bom., A. C., 205 

3814, 4152 
4881 

4 Bom., A. C., 96* 

6742 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


649S 







6496 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Ealee Debeo v. IVlodboo Soodun Chowdhry . 

Ealeedhnn Banerjee v, Romesh Cbunder Diitt 
Kaleedoss Acharjee v. Khettro Pal Singh 

Ealee Doss Banerjee v. Nubeen Chunder Chatterjee ^ . 
Ealee Doss Chatterjee v. Beharee Loll Mookcrjce 
Ealee Doss Ghose v. Lall Mohun Ghose 
Ealee Doss Mittra v, Tarachand Roy .... 
Ealee Doss Mojoomdar v, Meheroonissa Ehatoon 
Ealeedoss Mookerjee v. Mothooranath Banerjee . 
Ealeedoss Neogy Huvonath Roy Chowdhry • . 

Ealee Doss Nundee v, Ramguttee Dutt 
Ealee Doss Roy. In the matter of . 

— V. Ehiroda Soonduree Dcbia 

Ealeedoss Sandj'al v. Roy Luchmeeput Doogur 

Ealee Haidar v. Sreeram Ghose .... 

Ealee Hur Doss v. Roodressur Chnckerbutty 

Ealee Eant Chowdhry v» Bhoobunnessuree Chowdhrain 

— ■ . — — V, Romonee Eant Bhuttachar- \ 

jee* . > . 

Ealee Eant Mojoomdar v. Watson . . . . | 

Ealeekannnd Bliuttacharjee v. Gircebala Dcbia . . j 

Ealeeka Pershad Bhuttachaijee v, Dhukhina Ealee 1 j 

Dabee. ) j 

Ealee Ehan v. Jadee j 

Ealee Einkur Bach uspu tty v, Eristo Mungul Bhntta- > 
charjee. • j j 

Ealee Einkur Roy v, Gobind Chunder Gooho • . I 

Ealee Eishen Biswas v, Jankee . . . . j 

Ealee Eishen Paul Chowdhry v. Jugut Tara 
Ealeekishen Roy v. Brojendro Coomar Roy Chowdhry . 

Ealee Eishore Bose t), Prosono Chunder Roy 

Ealee Eishore Chatterjee v. Lucahee Debia Chowdhrain 

— V. Ram Churn Shah 

* V. Tara pershad Roy . . j 

Ealee Eishore Paul v, Monee Ram Singh . 

Ealee Eishore Roy v. Been Dyal Sein 
Ealee Eishore Sen v. Wise . . . . . ‘ . I 

Ealee Eoomar Chuckerbutty v. Hu»o Chunder C hunker- "J i 
butty, > 

Ealee Eoomar Dutt v. Pran Eishoree Chowdhrain 
Ealee Eooraary Dossee v. Shumblioo Chunder Ghose 
Ealee Erishna Deb v, Shashonee Dassee 
Ealee Eristo Roy Chowdhry v, Haran Chunder Dcy 
Ealee Eristo Thakoor v. Mahomed Eaclar . 

Ealee Mohun Deb Roy v. Dhununjoy Shaba 
Ealee Mohun Doss. In re 
Ealee Mohun Paul v, Bholanath Chakladar 
Ealee Mohun Sen v. Ram Sounder Sen . . 

Ealee Mohun Sircar v. Humaun Eader Mahomed Ali . 

*" ■ V. Humayoon Eader Mahomed^ 

Ali Mirza Bahadoor aliaft Ameer Saheb, 3 

Ealee Monee Debia v. Collector of Mymensingh . 

Ealee Narain Bose v. Anund Moyee Goopta . . 1 




Column 

Volame and Paffc. 


of 



16 W. R., 171 . 

( 

i 

1473, 1867 
3838 

3 W. R, 172 


1694 

17 W. R., 472 . 


1756, 3667 
6762 

24 W. R., 91 


2983 

2 W. R.. 305 


3167 

19 W. R., 307 . 


1884 

8 W. R., 316 


1684 

8 W. R., 482 


1467 

5 W. R., 154 


470, 6369 

3 W. R., 4 


4967 

6 W. R.. Act X, 10 


3799 

18W. R., 466 


906 

]6W. R.,3()0 


318,2266 

14 W. It., 145 


5928 

W. R., 1864, 360 . 


3849 

15W. R., 90 


5927 

22 W. R., 416 


1626 

3 Vf. R., 217 


5315 

2 W. R., Act X,75 


1728 

10 W. R., 322 . 


4438 

VV. R., 1804, Mis., 34 . 


95 

6 N. AV., 62 


3692 

11 W. R., 462 . 


211 

7 W. R., 60 


6352 

8 W. R., 250 


1593, 517U^ 

9 W. R., 334 


3322 

24 W. R., 266 . 


4192 

10 W. R., 248 . 

V 

3493, 3495 

. 1 

3508 

6W. R., 172 


3223 

9 W. R., 341 


5193 

4 W. R., 1 . 


4005 

6 W. R., Act X, 46 


3152 

4 W. R., 83 


5283 

17 W. R., 477 


j 5923 

17 W. R., 177 . 


6613 

j 

22 W. R., 168 . 


1 4002 

6 W. R., Act X, 23 


1633 

25 W. R., 12 


6177 

19 W. R., 277 . 


3333, 3342 

12 W. R., 428 . 


756 

6 W. R., 51 


2196 

17 W. R., 70 


5118 

7 W. R., 138 


2019 

24 W. R., 243 . 


■ 4309 

25 W, R., 91 


4604 f 

24W. R.,.311 , 


6940 

5 W. R., 55 


43 

21 AV. E., 79 


2845, 4174 
5983* 




TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6497 


% 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Kalee Narain Roy Chowdhry v. Ram Coomar Chand 
Kalee Narain Singh v. Protap Chunder Bnrooah . 

Kalee Narain Singh Burooa Chunder Narain Bnkshee 
Kalee Nath v, Joy Doorga Dossee .... 
Kalee Nath Chuckerbutty v, Reily ... 

Kaleenath Doss y. Rajah Meah 
Kaleenath Dutt. In the matter of the petition of 
Kalee Nath Ghosal i;. Chundee Churn Sircar 
Kaleenath Kur v. Doyal Kristo Deb .... 
Kalee Nath Roy v. Nila Ram Puramanick . • 

Kalee Persaud Chowdhry Ram Soondur Sircar 

Kalee Pershad v, Lutafut Hossein .... 

Kalee Pershad Moitra v, Itcha Moyee 
Kalee Pershad Shaba v. Ram Pershad Shaba 
Kaleepershad Singh Jankee Deo Narain . 

■ " ' — V, Poorno Debia 

Kalee Pershad Tewaree v. Lalla Binda Lall . 

Kalee Prosad v, Digambur Chatterjee .... 
Kalee Prosnnno Ghose v. Hurish Chunder Dutt . 

Kalee Prosunno Mookerjee v. Koylash Monee Debia 
Kalee Puddo Ghose v, Monohiir Mookerjee . 

Kalee Soondur Roy?;. Dwarkanath Mojoomdar 
Kalee Suukur Bhadooree v. Eshan Chuuder Bhadooree . 
Kalee Sunkur Saunyal v, Denendrouath Saunyal . 

Kaleetara Debia v, Nittianund Shaba .... 


Kalee Tara Dosaia v. Nobin Chunder Kur 
Kaleshar Pershad v. Jagan Nath 
Kalian Bibi v. Safdar Husain Khan . 
Kaliandas v. Bhagirathi . 

Ganga Sahai 
V. Nawal Singh 

Kalian Dayal v. Kalian Narer . 


Kalian Mai v. Bhagwati . . . . . 

Kalian Singh v, Chunni Lai .... 

Gur Dayal . . . . 

* ' ' ■ Lekhraj Singh . . . . 

- V. Pankuar . . . , . 

^ Sanwal Singh . . . . 

Kulica Prosad Misser v. Gobind Chunder Sein 
Kali Chandra Chowdhry u. Ratan Gopal Bhadhuri 


' — V. Shib Chandra Bbaduri 

Kali Chandra Singh v. Rajkishore Bhuddro 
Kali Charan v, Sriram . . . . . 


Kali Charan Chund. In re 


Kali Charan Gir Gossain v. Bangshi Mohan Das . 


I 

\ 

I 

I 


Kali Charan Rai v. Ajudhia Rai . . . . 

Kali Churn Chunari. In the matter of . . . 

* — -- In the matter of the petition of . 

Kali Churn Das ??. Nobo Kristo Pal . . . . 

Kali Churn Dutt v. Jogesh Chunder Dutt . • • 

Kali Churn Giri v. Golabi 


W. R., 1864, 99 . 

12 W. R., 231 .. . 

23 W. R., 228 

IIW.R., 173 . 

24W. R.,272 . 

22 W. R., 406 . 

8 W. R., 12 

10 W. R., 51 

13 W. R., 87 
7 W. K., 32 
12 W. R., 129 

12 W. R., 418 . 

24 W. R., 337 . 

18 W. K., 14 

7 W. R., 9 . 

15 W. R., 398 

12 Moore’s I. A., 343 . 

25 W. R., 72 

15 W. R., 57 . . 

8 W. R.. 126 
7 W. R.. 295 

18 W. R., 460 . 

17 W. R., 529 . 

23 W. R., 68 

12 W. R , 90 

21 W. R., 84 

I. L. R., 1 All., 650 . 

I. L. R., 8 All., 265 
I. L. R., 6 All., 47 
I. L. R., 5 All, 500 . 

I. L. R., I All., 620 . 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 259 . 

7 N. W., 119 
I. L. R., 6 All., 10 
1. L. R., 4 All, 163 
I. L. R., 6 All, 211 
7 N. W., 338 
I. L. R., 7 All, 163 
2 W. R., S. C. C. Ref., 1 
4 B. L. R., Ap., 62, note 
6 B. L. R., 501 : 15 W. R., 
P. C., 12. 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 615 . 

2B. L. R.,A. C., 192: 11 W. 
R., 60. 

B. L. R., Ap., 18 : 18 W. 

6 727 : 15 W.R., 

163. 

I. L. R., 2 All., 148 . 

10 C. L. R., 51 . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 154 

9 C. L. R., 272 . 

2 C. L. R., 354 • 

2 C. L. R., 128 . 


1946 

4955 

1484 

4179 

3802 

3829 

666 

554 

2021 

5673 

5930 

1159, 1182 
4931 
1567 
2854 
3132 
85 
4646 

759, 3448 
1633 . 
3263 
5354 
1993 
2468 
2079 

1769, 1771 
5905 . 

^1668, 6196 
4868 
2677 
1343 

1133, 4052 
231, 4053 

4426, 5681 
5735 
4856 
5739 

315, 40.37 
239, 6227 
2294 
1419 
2710 
1627 

1503, 2132 
4652 
1190 

4615 

3881 

2250, 5932 

6081 

6266 

6266 

5837, 6851 

2702, 3355 
112, 1673 



6498 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pago, 


Co/lKnii 

of 

Digeat. 


Kali Churn Lahiri v, Shoshee Bboosun San jal 
Kali Churn Mitter v, Mahomed Soleem 
Kali Chum Mookeriee. In the matter of • 

Kali Coomar Chowdhry v. Ram Doss Shaba 
Kalicoomar Sircar v. Bromomojee Dossee . 

Kalidas v. Municipality of Dhandhuka • 

' V. Vallabhdas .... 

Kalidas Bhuttacharjee. In the matter of the petition of 

V, Mohendro Nath Chatteijee 

Kalidas Damodbar. Ex parte • • • • 

Kalidas Das v. Krishna Chandra Das . • • 

Kalidas Kevaldas v. Nathu Bhagvaii . • . 

Kalidas Mullick v, Kanhaya Lai Pundit 
Kali Dass Ghose v, Chandra Mohini Dasi • 

Kalidhun Chuttapadhya v, Shiba Nath Ghuttapadhya 

Kali Kamal Mazumdar v, Shib Suhai Sukul 

Kalikant Roy Chowdiy. In re . « 

Kalika Sahoy v. Gouree Sunkur . • • 

Kali Kishen Tagore v, Golam All . • • 

V. Jodoo Lai Mullick 

Kalikishore Roy v» Dhununjoy Roy • • • 

Kali Komul Mozumdar v. Uma Sunkur Moitro • 

Kali Koomar Chatterjee v. Tara Piosono Mookerjee 
Kalikrishna Chandra v, Harihar Chuckerbutty . 

Kalikrishna Paul Chowdhry v. Jagattara . 

Kali Krishna Tagore v. Fuzle Ali Chowdhry , 
p., ,, - ■■■■■ „ i;. Golam Ally 

Kalikristo Paul v, Ramchuuder Nag . • 

Kali Kristo Tagore t;. Judoo Lall Mullick . • 

Kali Kristo Tbakur v, Golam Ali Chowdhry 

Kaiikumar Chowdhry v, Ramdas Shaha 
Kali Kumar Mitter v, Ramgati Bhuttachaijeo 
Kali Kumar Roy v. Nobin Chunder Chuckerbutty 

Kalimohan Chatterjeo v. Kali Krishna Roy Chowdhry 

Kali Mohun Chuckerbutty v, Anandamoni Dabec • 

Kali Mundul v. Kader Nath Chuckerbutty . 

Kali Narain Roy Chowdhry v, Abdool GufFoor Khan 

Kalinath Banerjee v, Mahomed Hossein • • 

Kalinath Chowdry v. Humi Bibi 


23 W. R. Cr., 17 .. 

6 W.R.^ Civ. Ref., 33 . 
lie. L. R., 232 . 

W. R.. 1864, 153 
1 W. R., 23 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 686 . 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 79 . 

5 B. L. R., Ap., 82, nolo 
12 W. R., Cr., 40 . 

3 Bom., A. C., 175 
2B. L. R., P. B., 103: 11} 
W. R., 0. C., 11. ) 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 221 . 

I.L R., 11 Calc., 121; L.R.,^ 
11 1. A., 218. 3 

8 W. R., 68 . . • 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 483 : 11 C. ] 
L. R., 57. * J 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 47 : 11 W. ^ 
R., 452. 3 

3B. L. R.,Ap., 155; 22 W.} 
R., Cr., 54. 3 

12W. R,287 . 

I. L R., 13 Calc., 3 . 

L. R., 6 I. A., 190 :5a L.} 
R., 97. 3 

I. L. H., 3 Calc., 228 . 

1. L. R., 10 Calc., 232 : ISl 
C. L. R., 379 ; L. R., 10 1. { 
A., 138. J 

5C. L. R.,517 . 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 255: lO} 

W. R., 160. 3 

2B. L. R., A. C., 139: 11] 
W. R., 76. 3 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 843 : 12 C. ] 
L. R., 592. 3 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 248 . 

1. L. R., 8 Calc., 147: 9 C.) 
L. R., 461. 3 

24 W. R., 20 . . . 

1. L.R,7 Calc., 46: 8C. L.] 

R., 245. • 3 

B. L. U., Sup. Vol., 48 : W. ] 
R., F. B., 165. 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 99 : 16 W. ] 

R., 84, note. 3 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 585 : 7 C. ] 

. L. R., 562. 3 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 39 : 11 W. ] 

R., 183. 3 

9C. L. R., 18 . 

6C. L. R.,215 . 

22 W. R., Cr., 24 

6 B. L. R., 528, note : 13 W.l 

R., 469. > 

7 B. L. R., Ap., 47, note : 12 

W. R., 506. \ 


957 

3237 

4624 

4156 

338 

616 

5699 

4107, 4095 
966, 4095 
313U, 3131 

2333, 2334 

3227, 4277 
2043, 2262 
2270 

5073, 5345 
4877 

533 

4738 

2392 

1426, 3034 
6286 

3369, 4520 
2141, 2289 
674 

163, 291 
3322 

3031 

3034 

3091 

4895, 4913 
4489, 4499 

2207 

6650 

3881 

1590, 5788 

3254 

4984 

4102, 6946 
1179 

1626 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6499 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Colnma 

of 

Digcpt, 


Kalindri Dabia v. Komolokanto Sprma 
Kalip^arshad v, Ham Charan •• 

Kali Pershad Sirdar v. Futteh ChuiKFDass 
Kiili()erHhad Surma v. Bhoirabee Dabee 
Kali pershad Tewaroe v, Perhlad Sein • 

Kali Prasad Mazumdar v. Collector of ^jmensii 
Kaliprasad Sing v. Jainarayan Roy • 

Kaliprasad Tewari t;. Frahlad Sen • 

Kali Prasanna Rai v. Dhananjai Ghose 
Kali Prasauna Roy v. Ambica Gbaran Bose . 

Kaliprosad Banerji v. Gisborne and Co. 

Kaliprosad Rai v. Meher Chandra Roy 
Kali Prosonno Ghose. In the matter of 

• if. Kamini Soonduri Chowdhrain ^ 

Kaliprosunno Bagchee. In the matter of the petition of . 
Kali J^rosuinio Roy. In the matter of the petition of 
Kali Pudo Banerjee v. Choituu Paiidah 
Kali Shunker Dass v, Gopal Chunder Dutt . 

Kalishuukur Doss v. — <' - i ^ 

Kaliyugam Chetti v. Chokalinga Pillai • 

Kulka Parshad v. Kanhaya Singh . . . . 

Kalkapershad v. Budree Sah . . . . . 

Kalka Prasad v. Ram Din 
KHlUchand Paul v. Dheeraj Mahattib Chand 
Kaliacolathuran v. Subbaroya Reddi • • • • 

Kallapa bin Girmallappa v. Venkatesh Vinajak • 


I. L. R., 7 Calc., 439, note . 

I. L R., 1 All., 169 
9W. R.,Cr.,16 . 

2 W. R., 180 

12 Moore’s I. A., 282 . 

6 B. L. R., 261, note ; 13 W. ) 
R., 366. 

3B.L. B.,A.C.,23:11W.R., 
.361. 

2B.L. R., P. C.,111:12W.7 
R., P. C., 6 : 12 Moore’s I. r 
A., 282. J 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 626 . 

9 B. L. R., 261 : 18 W. R., 
416. 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 61 : 13 C. I 
L. R., 166. j 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 222 : 2 C. L. ^ 
R., 478. j 

7 C. L. R., 675 . 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 476 : 3 C.} 
L. R., 184. ) 

23 W. R., Cr., 39 
23 W. R., Or., 58 
22W. R., 214 . 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 104 . 

I. L. R.,6 Calc., 49: 6C. L.-i 
R., 543. ) 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 105 . 

7 N. W., 99 

3 N. F., 267 

I. L. R., 5 All., 272 . 

18 W. R., 190 . 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 73 . 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 676 . 


Kallaram Dhur v. Joogul Kishore Surmah . . , 

Kallati Kunju Menou v. Palat Erracha Menon 
Kallavetti Kuriyil Kumholen Kutty v. Nilarabur 
Thackarakavil Mana Vikaramen alias Thirumulpad. 
Kallee Churn Khettry. In re . 

Kallee Coomar Roy v. Gunganarain Dutt Roy 
Kallee Mundle. In the matter of . . . 

Kallecpersaud Singh v. Kupoor Koowaree • 

Kallee Pershad Holder v. Soobhogca Dabea 
, Kallee Singh v, Moorlee Ram . • • . 

Kallee Sunkur ^y v. Kishto Doolal Chowdhry 
Kallian Banerji v, Modhusiidun Banerji 
Kalliandas Kirparam v. Trikamlal Gulabhai • 
Kalliappa Kaundan v, Vayapuri Kaundan • • , 

Kahida Pershad Dutt v. Ram Hari Chuckerbutty 
Kallipershad Singh v. Grant . . • . , 

Kalliyani v, Narayana 

Kallonas v. Collector of Backergunge ... 

■ Gunga Gobind Roy Chowdhry . . * 

Kallooram Baboo v. Doorganath Talookdar . 

Kallu V, Muhammad Abdul Ghani 


. 23 W. R., 290 . 

. 2 Mad., 162 

\ 8 Mad., 17 . 

, 1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 18 

. 10 W. R., 260 . 

. IOC. L. R.,278 . 

. 4 W. R., 65 

. 1 W. R., 218 

. IW. R., 136 .. 

, W. R., 1864, 296 . 

. 8 C. L. R., 269 . 

, 9 Bom., 307 

, 2 Mad., 442 

. I. L. R., 5 Calc., 317 
, 2 Hay, 329 . • 

. I. L. R., 9 Mad., 266 
. 11 W. R., 109 . 

25 W. R., 121 
. 10 W. R., 176 . 

. 1. L. R., 7 All., 564 


2867 

2459 

4728 

28(19 

1030, 6117 
45, 64 

1466, 4282 


1030, 6117 
3 

4618 

1233 

2832 

4363 

4000 

1313 

4509 

412 

3178 

6093 

1998 

6070 

2334,2456 

5626 

3509 

4836 

14,68, 1470 
4959 
5280 
3756 

1429 

2568 

1072 

6290 

2412 

5073 

2915 

4907 

43U 

2674 

1369 

640, 4528 
1084 
3767 . 
3560 
2767’ 
2712 
3603 



6500 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Kallu Mai v. Brown .... 

Kallum Sheikh v. Panchoo Mundul 
Kallyan v, Doulnta .... 

Kally Churn Banerjee v. Gopal Chnnder Baiierjee 
Kally Churn Dutt v. Protab Chunder Ghose 

V. Protap Chunder Ghose 

Kally Chum Sahoo v. Secretary of State for India 
Kally Churn Shaw v, Dukhcc Bibee . 


Kally Prosonno Bose o, Dinonath Mullick . 


V. Hurish Chunder Chowdury 

Kally Snnknr Sundyal v. Huro Sunkur Sundyal 
Kalo Nilkanth v. Lakshmibai 

Kaloo V, Guribollah . ‘ . 

Kaloo Eai v, Muhunt Rai 
Kalova kom Bliujantfrav v. Padapa walad 
Kalpagathachi v. Ganapathi Pillai 
Kalsiimnissa v. Wahidunnissa . 

Kalu v» Eashibai alias Lakshmibai . 

Kalub Hossein v. Ali H ossein 

— ; V. Been Ali , • 

V. M eh rum Beebee 

Kalu bin Bhiwaji v. Vishram Mawaji 
Kalu bin Visaji v. Damodhar Goviiid 



Column 

Yolume and Page. 

of 

Digest. 

I. L._R., 3 All., 604 

5246 


2971 


1391 

26W. R., 100 . 

582 

5C. L.R., 4S1 . 

215 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 848 : 12 C. 
L.€L, 407. 

LL. U., 6 Calc., 725 : 80. L. 

3808 

R., 90. 

1. L. R., 5 Calc., 692 : 5 C. L. 
R., 605. 

2440, 3413 

7 W. R., Cr., 26 

4735 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 61 . 

531 

Marsh., 483 

907 

3 C. L. R., 237 . 

1919 

Marsh., 669 

1708 

13C. L. R., 117 . 

1269, 5528 

8 C. L. R.,34 

1924 

7W. R., 138 

469, 3384 

2 Hay. 289 

4588 

1. L. R, 8 Calc., 878 : IOC. 

L. R., 207. 

2567 

3 W. R., 122 

38 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 122 . 

]7()l 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 343 . 

1704, 4398 

1 Hay, 430 

4987, 5064 

10 B. L. R, 448:20 W. R., 8 

5715 

7 W. R., 9 . 

3509 

1 C. L. R , 399 . 

3914 

11 B. L. R., 56 : 19 AV. R..' 

858, 1893 

431. 

I. L. R., 2r Calc., 205 . ! 

42li) 

2143 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 468 . 

3215 

7C. L. R., 241 . 

2561 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 13 

3180 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 631 . 

242,3119 

7 W. R., 224 

3847 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 594 : 7 C. L. 
R., 543. 

3095 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 694 : 7 C. L. 
R., 543. 

3095 

7 W. R., 29 

3331 

I. L. R.. 2 Bom., G27 . 

3372 

13 B. L. R., 103, note : 10 W. 
R., 12. 

3701 

1 Aj^ra, 259 

1698 

I. L. R., 1 Bom,, 248 

1413, 3347 

I. L. R., 3Mad., 184 . 

4781 

3 B. L, R., A. C., 176, note 

3332 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 127 . 

2121 

4 N. VV., 3 

164 

4 N. W., 2 

206 

4N. W., 155 

36f)2 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 543 • 

>125, 6075 

9 Bom., 92 

1363, 6485 


Kally Churn Sin^h v. Bunker Sin^h . 

Kally Doss Bauerjen ^'onomnlee Doss . • 

>- r. iuutty Lall ChuckerbuJ-ty 

Kally Doss Bhadury Golam Ali Chowdhry 
Kally Doss Mitter v. Gobind Chunder Paul • 
Kally Mohiin Mookerjee v. Empress . . . . 

Kally Mohun Pal v. Dino Nath Ohuckerbutty 
Kally Mohun Paul v. Bholanath Chakladar . 
Kallyuiobun Roy Chowdhiy v, Ramjoy Mundul . 
Kally Nath Naugli Chowdhry v. Chunder Nath Naugh 
Chowdhry. 

Kally Nath Roy Chowdhry v. Lawrie . . * 

Kally Nauth Shaw v. Rajeeb Locliuii Mookerjee . 
Kallynauth Shaw u, Kajeeblochun ^lozooindar . 
Kally Persad Seiu Chowdhry v, Moliesh Chunder 
Bhuttacharjee. 

Kallypersaud Sin^^h IToolas Chund 

■ • 2 ,, Jfiiikee Deo Narain . 

Kally Prosad Roy i). Sarferaz Alii 


Kally Prosonno Ghose 7 \ Gocool Chunder Milter . 
Kally Prosonno llazi a v. Heera Lai M undle 
Kally Prosono Mitter v. Gopee Nath Kur . 

Kally Prosonno Sein v. Kisto Niind Dundee 
Kallyprosuimo Biswas 7 ;. Mun^ala DashCe . 

Kallv Prosunno Chatterjee. In the matter of the 
petition of. 

Kally Soondery Dabia. In the matter of the petition of 


Bhujan^rav 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST, 


6501 


Name of Case, 


Volume and Paffo, 


Column 

of 

• Digest. 


Kalu Narayan Kulkarni v, Harimapa 
Kalu Ram Maif^ra] v. Madras Railway Company 
Kalu Shaikh Khansama Beatson 
Kalut Ram v. Lala phanukdhari Sahai 
Kalyanbhai v. Motiram Jamnadas 

Kalyanbhai Dipchand v, Ghanashamlal Jadunaihji 

Kalytara Chowdharin v. Ram Coomar Goopta 

Kamakshi v. Naj^rathnam 
Kamakshi Achari v. Appavu Pillai 
Kamakshi Ammal v, Chidambara Reddi 

Kamala Kant Ghose ^>. Kalu Mahomed Mandal 

Kamalam v. Sadajjopa Sami 
Kamala N,aiken v. Pitchacotty Chetty 
Kamala Nayak v. Ranga Rau • 

Kamal Chandra Bose v. Nobin Chandra Ghose 

Kamalooddeen v. Anoo Mundul 
Kamal Singh v. Batnl Fatima . . 

Kamaluddin Husen Khan v. Bhika Manji . 

Kauialndin Husen Khan v, Partap Mota 
Karnaraja v. Secretary of State for India • 
Kamar-uu-nissa Bibi v. Ilusaini Bibi 
Kamat v. Kamat . . • • . 

Kainatchi Ammal v. Agiland Ammal 
Kainavadhani Venkata Subhaya v, Joyso. Narasingappa 
Kamayya v. Leman . , . . 

Kainbhai v. Him at Singji . . 

Kambinayani Javaji Subbarajulu Nayani Varu Uddi- ^ 




ghiri Venkatara\ a Chetty, 

KamL*ekha])ershrid Mookerjee v. Larmour 
Kameenee Dossee^. Bisson ath Ghose 
Kameneo Dossec v. Ilurromoiiey Dossee 
Kameshurce Dassee Court of Wards 
Kameshwar Pershad v. Run Bahadur Singh 
Kamessur Pershad 77. Dowlut Ram 
- V, Kadir Khan 

Kameswar Pershad v. Run Bahadur Singh 

Kamikhaprasad Roy v. Jagadamba Dasi 
Kaminee Debia v. issur Ohunder Roy Ohowdhry 

— V. Protap Ohunder Sandyal 

— ’■ V. Radha Sham Koondoo 

Kaminee Dossee v. Bishonath Shaha 

Gourmoney Dossee 

Kaminee Mohun Chuckerbutty v, Kalee Kant Seiii 
Kaminee Soonduree Chowdhrain v, Mudhoo Soodun 1 

Mookerjee. 3 

Kamini Debi v, Ramldchan Sirkar • • * . 

Kamini Sundari Chaodhrani v» Kali Prosaunno Ghose ^ 

Kaminy Mohun Somoddar v. Gopal . . . ^ 

Kammana Kallacheri Illath Vassudavan Nambudri ^ 
V. Chembrakandy Mussa Kutty. ) 


I. L. R., 6 Bom., 435 
I. L. R., 3‘ Mad., 240 
24 W^i., 446 
11 C.Tf. R., 361 . 

10 Bom., 378 

I. L. R., 5 fiom., 29 

I. L. R , 7 Calc., 466 : 9 C. L, 
R., 114 
5 Mad., 161 
1 Mad., 448 • 

3 Mad., 94 

3B. L R., A. C., 44: 11 W. 
R., 395. 

1. L. R„ 1 Mad,, 356 . 

10 Moore’s I. A., 386 
1 Mad., 24 

1 B. L. R., S. N., 12 : 10 W. 
11, 184. 

1 C. L. R., 564 . 

I. L. R., 2 All., 460 

4 Bom., A. 0., 49 

I. h. R., 6 Bom., 241 ; 

1. L. R., 8 Mad.. 22 . 

I. L. R., 3 All., 268 
I. L. ]{., 8 Rom.. 308 . 

I. L. R., () Mad., 334 • 

3 Mad., 116 

1. L. R., 2 Mad., 37 

I.*L. R., 8 -Bom., 415 . 

2 Mad., 268 

W. R., P. B., 86 . 

2 Ind. Jiir., N. S., 6 . 

Boui'ke,.0. 0., 91 = Cor., 151 
12W. R., 251 
I, L, R., 12 Calc., 458 
19 W. K., S3 . . • 

20W. R., 393 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 843 : 8 C. ) 
L. R., 361 : L. R., 8 1. A., 8 } 

5 B. L. R., 508 . 

22 W. R., 39 • . 

25 W. R., 103 . 

18 AV. R., 58 
9 W. I?., 214 

Ind. Jur., N. S., 359 . 

14 W. R., 275 

21 W. R., 376 . 

5B.L. R.,450 . 

1. L. R., 12 Calc., 225 : L. 7 
R., 12 1. A., 215. ) 

I. L. R.. 8 Calc., 479: IOC. 7 
L. R.,-519. '3 


6 Mad., 138 


2097 

3273, 4710 
421 
3346 
5384 

1917. 3195 
3465 

5464, 6479 

2306 

1069 

2082, 5268 
1104 

222R 5264 
3895 

437, 3006 
3103 
1185 

3167, 6053 
3065 

1122, 1141 
6091 

365.7, 3681 
247, 5774 
2852 
2502 
2^’48 
2895 

3112, 3129 
3795 
244 
6200 

770, 4676 
2058 
834 
3921 
3250 

2194, 4156 

2194, 2210 
3245 
2956 . 
294() 
6684 
5411 

6708 

1667, 3926 
1080, 2831 

1866 

3212 



6602 


TABLE OB CASES IN THE DIGEST, 


Kame of Case. 


Kamod Poory v, Sheo Poory 

Kamona Soondury Dassee v. Harro Lall Sliaha 

Kampilikaribasavappa v. Soma Sam^f^iram 
Kamran v. Neitram 
Eamruddin Dai v. Sonatun Mandal 
ICamul Kaminee Dassee v. Obhoy Churn Ghose 
Kanabia v. Ram Kishen • • 

Kauabia Ijal v. Kali Din 

V. Muhammad Husain Khan 


Kanabi Lai v, Naubat Rai 
Kanahi Ram v. Biddya Ram . • 

'Kanailal Jowbari v, Kamini Debi 

Eanai Lali Khan v. Sasbi Bhuson Biswas 

Kanai Prasad Bose v, Hira Chand Manu 

Kanakamma v, Venkataratnam • 

Kanara v. Govindan • 

Kanara Paniker v. Ryrappa Paniker 
Kanajalal v. Cha^mal Battia • 

- V. Pyarabai 

Kanaye Mollab v. Debnatb Roy 
Kancban Singh v. Sheo Rrasad • 

Kan Chun Malla Dossia Rajendro Chunder Roy 
Cbowdbry. 

Kandan Cbetti v. Coorjee Seit .... 

Kandasami v. Doraisami Ay^^ar • 

Kandasami Pillai v. Moidin Saib 
Kandiya Lai v, ('haudf^r . , . • . 

Kandoth Mammi v. Neelan Cherayil Abdu Kalandan 
Kandu v, Konda ...... 

Kandunni v, Katiamma ..... 

Kan gal Chandra Ruj v. Kanye Lall Ruj 

Kangalee Churn Ghosal v. Bonomalee Mullick 
Kangalee Churn Josh v. Dursunee Dossee . 

Kangali Churn Sha v, Zomurrudonnissa Khatoon . 
Kanhaiya Lai v, Domingo .... 
Kanhaya Lai v, Stowell • . • • . 

Kanhya Lall v. Radha Chum .... 

Kanbya Lall Pundit v, Dinonath Sircar 
Kanhyalal Pundit v. Collector of Cuttack 

Kanhye Chand Gossamee v. Ram Chunder Gossamee 
Kanhye Roy v, Hyder Buksh 
Kanhye Singh v. Oomadhur Bhutt 
Kanitkar Joshi 
Kanizak Sukina v, Monohur Das 
Kanji Ladba v. Dhonde Kondaji 
Kaiiji Mai v, Kaiihia Lai , . * 

' V. Sailo . 

Kankatala Chellamaiya 7). Poleshetti Papaiya 




Col 11 mu 

Volume and Page. 


of 

Digest. 

1 N. W., 167 : Ed. 1873, 246 

4344 

1, L. U., 8 Calc., 670 : 10 
L. R.. 409. 

C.J 

4668 

1 Mad., 183 . <. 


1811 

6 N. W„ 185 


3244 

I. L. B., llCftlc.,449 . 


277H 

16 W. B., 151 


2739 

I. L. B„ 2 All., 439 . 


2864 

I. L. E., 2 All., 392 


4775 

I. L. R., 6 All., 11 


3886 

1. L, R., 3 All., 619 . 


194 

I. L. R., 1 All., 649 . 


2276, 2442 

1 B. L. R., 0. C., 31. note 


1822, 4233 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 777 : 8 C. 
R., 117. 

I.) 

) 

4290, 6055 

6 B. L. R., Ap.. 71 : 14 W. 1 
R., 120. ] 

1363, 5431 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 586 . 


3878 

1. L, R., 6 Mad,310 . 


3764 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 212 . 


4473 

8 B. L R.. 412 . 


5989 

I. L. R., 7 Born., 139 . 


1784, *3962 

3 W. R., Act X, 161 


536 

I. L. R., 2 All., 291 


3531 

18 W. R., 126 


562 

2 Mad., 187 


1102 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 317 . 


2450 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 337 : 


1997 

I. L. E., 7 All., 313 


628, 5251 

8 Mad., 14 . . . 


I7ul, 2800 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 62 


4427 

L L. 11., 9 Mad., 231 . 


4986 

1. L. R., 4 Calc.; 69 

B. L. R., Slip. Vol., 709 : 

u 

1449 

3513 

W. R., 616. 

i 

18 W. R., 198 

. 

5123 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 709 : 8 
L. R., 164. 

c.^ 

) 

3284 

1. L. R., 1 All., 732 


•402 

r. L. R., 3 All., 681 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 662 : 

\ 

2 1 

1772, 1773 
5834 

Ind Jur.,N. 8., 229: 7 W. >\ 

2780 

R., 3H8. 

17 W. R., 23 


4130 

14 B. L. Re, 291, note : 16 W. > 
R.,275. 

842 

24 W. R., 81 


381 

25 W. R., 29 


4270 

21 W. R., 291 . • . 


5447 

1. L. R., 5 Bom., 442 


48.30 

I . L. R., 12 Calc., 204 . 


488 • 

1. L. R., 6 Bom., 729 


1522, 1730 

I. L. R., 7 Alb, 373 . 


794 

1. L. R., 8 All., 116 


5462 

6 Mad., 36 . . • 


916 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6503 


Name of Case. 


Kannan v. Nilakandan , . . . . 

Kanna Pishafodi Kombi Achen 
Kaniioth Tuluvan Paramban Kunliali v. Vannathan 
Vittil Kinathe. 

Kannye Lall Sett t). Nistoriny Dostiee 
Kanoo Mundle v. Rahumoollah Mundle 
Kanooram Sriman v. Golap Chand Nowluckhft • 
Kanoo Soudaj^ur v, Alabundoe Bewa . 

Kan tee Cliuuder Dutt v. Go})ed Madliub Neogee • 
Kanteti Venkayya v. Balabhadrapatruni Kotayya 
Kanthi Ram v, Bankey Lai .... 
Kantli Narain Singh v. Prem Lall Paurey . 

Kauti Chunder Alookerjee v. Bamun Boss Mookerjee 

Kantiram v. Woli Saha i 

Kantoo Lnll v. Girdharee Lall .... 
Kanto Prosad Hazari v. Asad Ali Khan 
Kanu Khandu v. Krishna Bhulaji Shet 

Kanya Lall Pundit v. Radha Muddun Mohun Doss* 


Kanye Lall Khan v. Khettermoney Dossee 
Kapahi Bewa v» Keshram Kuch . . 

Kapalavaya Saraya. Ex parte . 
Kapilnath Sahai v. Government 
Kapilnauth Sahai Deo v. Government 


Kappusvamiayyan v. Naiinuvayyun . 
Kaptan v. Smith • . . . . 

Karakar Nachiar. Ex parte . . 

Karakavalasa Appayya v. Karanam Papayya 
Karam Ali v, Halima * . , . 

Karamat Khan v, Sami-ud-din . 

Karam Khan v. Daryai Singh • 

Karan Singh v, Bakar Ali Khan 

■ ' V, Mohan Lai • . . 

* ' V. Muhammad Ismail Khan . 

V. Ram Lai 

Kareem Bee v. Beegam Bee • • • 

Karoemooddeen v. Moeizooddeen Khan 

Karim v. Muhammad Kadar 

Karim Baksh v. Misri Lai 

Karim Baksh Khan v. Phula Bibi . . 

Karimbhai v» Conservator of Forests . 
Karim Buksh v, Budma 

V. Kaiur-ud-deen Ahmad 

Karim Khatav v, Pardhan Manji , . 

Karimodin v, Alam Khan 
Karim Shah v. Nattan Bivi 

Karim Sheikh v. Mukhoda Soondery Dassee 

Karman Bibi v. Misrilal .... 
Karoo Kahar v, Nauboo Sitigh 




Column 

Volume and Patre. 

of 



Digest. 

T. L. R., 7 Mad., 337 

• 

3427 

1. L. U., 8 Mad., 381 


3769, 3764 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 74 

• 

3766 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 443 

• 

3011 

W. R., 1864, 269 . 


6650 

24 W. R., 178 . 


1127 

24 W. R., Cr., 72 . 

• 

3743 

11 W. R., 3 


6173 

I. L. R., 6 Mad , 163 


4826 

I. L. R., 2 AIL, 396 

• 

221 

3 W. R , 102 


1407, 4034 

25 W R., 434 . 


3388 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 330 : 11 
W. R., 251, 

8710 

9 W. R., 469 

« 

2164 

6 C. L. R., 452 . 


3280 

6 Bnm., A. C., 147 

, * 

4828 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 027 : 9 : 

211 

W. K., 223. 

' 

5 C. L. R., 105 


6990 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 23 : 
R., 93. 

11 w. 

5745 

2 Mad., 247 

a 

2m 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 142 

♦ • 

277 

lOB. L. R., 168 . 


6020 

13 B. L.B„ 445 : 22 W. R.,! 

2003, 2223 

17. 

) 

3127 

1 Mad., 74 , 


289 

7 B. L. R., Ap., 25 : 
R., Cr., 3. 

16 W.’ 

2682 

3 Mad., 254 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 256 

I. L. R., 1 AIL, 686 

I. L. R., 8 AIL, 409 

1. L. B., 5 AIL, 331 

I. L. B., 5 AIL, 1 : L. 

». 

R., 9 \ 
3 

• • 

1349 
3532 
669» 
4085 . 

1227 

3414 

I. A., 99. 

I. L. B., 6 AIL, 9 . 

4001 

I. L. R., 7 AIL, 860 

* • 

4419, 4645 

I. L. R., 2 AIL, 96 

• • 

4767 

3 Mad., 368 

• ■ 

6228 

1 Agra, 184 . 

• • 

3727 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 89 

. 

5259 

I. L R., 7 AIL, 295 

• • 

2660 

I. L. R., 8 AIL, 102 

• . 

4556 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 222 

• - { 

416, 4327 
4421 

I. Ti. R., 1 AIL, 249 


‘2856 

C N. W., 377 


3716 

2 Bom., 292 : 2nd Ed., 276 

3695 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 119 

, 

3664 

1. L. R., 7 Mad., 417 

. 

3168 

15 B. L. B., Ill ! 23 W. R.,1 
268. 

682, 5921 

I. L. R., 2 AIL, 904 


227 

24W. U.,380 . 


6677 



6504. 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST, 


Name of Case. 


Karoolall Tluikoor Dhoonal Mundul 
Karoo Lall Thakoor v. Forbes . 

V, Luchmeeput Doogiu* 

Karoo Singh v. Deo Narain Singh 

Karpakamhal v. Siihbayyan 
Kartick Chandra Pal v. Sridhar Alaiidal 
Kartick Chunder Dal v, Cbunder Nath Chiickerhutty 
Kartick Chunder Chuckerhutty v. Gour Mohun Roy 
Kartick Chunder Mookerjee v. Mooktaram Sircar 
Kartick Churn Setty v. Gopalkisto Paiilit . 

Kartick Kurinokar v. Dhunnomonee Goojdo 
Kartick Napit ii, Personomoyee Naptinee • 

Kartick Nath Panday v. Khakun Singh 

?\^Roy Nuudeput Mahatab 

Kartick Natli Pandey v. Government 
Kartick Natli Parray v. Chummun Roy 
Kartick Paramanick ?>. Kishen Mohun Mitter 
Kartick Surinah v, Bydonatli Sacenee 
Kartic Nath Pandy c, Padmanund Singh . 

Kartik Chandra Sirkar v, Kartik Chandra Dey 

Karunakar Mahati v. Niladhro Chowdhry 

Karuppa v. Arumuga 
Karuppa Goundan v. Kalanthayan 
Karuppan v, Ayyathorai . 

— — ■ V. Rainasami • . . 

Karuppanan i’. Muthunnan Servey 
Karuppana Nayak v. Nallanima Nayak 
Karuppan cJlietti v, Veriyal 
Karuppa Tevan Vasudeva Sastri 
Karuppa Thevan v. Alagu Pillai 
Karuthan v. Subraihanya 
Kariithasami ??. J aganatha . . - 

Karuthedatta alias. Pulhikatt Neelakadan Namboodri ^ 
V. Mele Pullakatt Vassa Devan Namboodri. 3 

Karyan v, Doddali .... 

Kasam Pirbhai, In re . 

Kasaudas Laldas v. Pranjivan Asharam 
Kasee Kant v. Gopal Kisto Moitro 
Kasecnath Nusker t). Hama Soondery Dossia 
Kaseenauth v. Bheokaree Loll . 

Kaseenauth Moor v, Reejoonissa 
Kashee Chunder Dey v. Bungshee Buddun Dey . 
Kashce Chunder Duit v. Judoonalh Chuckerbutiy 
Kashee Chunder Mojoomdar v. Seetul Chunder Tulla- 
pattur. 

Kashee Chunder Roy v. Doorga 

Kashee Chunder Roy Chowdhry v, Gour KishoreGooho 
Kashee Chunder Turkobhoosun v» Kally Prosunno 
Chowdhry. 

Kasliee Kishore Roy Chowdhry v. Alip Mundul 

• — ■ V. Bam a Soondaree 

Debia Chowdhrain. 


Volume and Page. 


Cm 


11 

) 


8 W. R., 86 
7 W. R., 140 

7 W. R., 15 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 80: 13 
L. K.. 261. 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 234 
I. L. R., 12 Calc., 563 
35 W. R., Cr., 56 

1 W. R., 48 • 

10 W. R., 21 
I. L. R., 3 Calc., 261 
W. R., 1864, 268 

2 W. R., 77 
1 C. L. R., 328 
23 W. U., 263 

11 W. R., 58 

21 W. R., 51 

22 W. R., 329 
10 W. R., 205 
I. L. R., 11 Calc., 496 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 166 : 

W. R., 622. 

6 B. L. R., 652 : 14 W. 

107. 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 383 
I. L. R., 7 Mad., 91 
I. L. R., 9 Mad., 445 
I. L. R., 8 Mad., 482 

5 Mad., 105 
1 Mad., 209 

4 Mad., 1 . 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 148 
I. L. R., 4 Mad.,. 152 
I. L. 9 Mad., 203 
1. L. R., 8 Mad., 478 

I Ind. Jur., N. S., 236 

6 Mad., 307 

8 Bom., Cr., 95 

7 Bom., A. C., 146 
W. R, 1864, 314 . 

10 W. R., 429 
\V. R., P. B., 79 . 

Marsh.; 198: 1 Hay, 467 

23 W. R., 89 
10 W. R., 29 

17 W. R., 151 

II W. R., 410 
10 W. R., 139 

9 W. R., 452 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 149 ; 7 C. L. ' 
R., 107. j 

23W. R.,27 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


4754 

1701, 3843 
2886 

5124 

801 

5063 

4100 

2198 

898 

1129, 2816 
2195 
2772 
4795 
4125 
1084 
4.28 i 
1439 
5327 
4714 

6071 

3069 

1572 

5245 

199 

999 

3481 

632 

2476,3192 
3260, 3598 
2205 
419 
4995 

2339 

1425 

3647, 3648 
3741 
4394 
4190 
• 1619 
3955 

4399, 4898 
1451, 1455 
6745 

1730 

211 

2497 

3114 

1189, 1639 
135, 6985 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6505 


Name of Ca8e. 


Kasliee Kishore Roy Cliowdhry v, Kisbcn Chunder 

Sandyal. j 

V, Kristo Chunder 

Sandyal Chowdhry. ) 

■ ' V. Noor Khan . 

Kashee Lai Ameer Jan ..... 
Kashee Mohun Roy v, Raj Gobind Chuckerbutty 
Kasheenath Deb v. Shibesauree Debia 
Kasheenath Dhui* v, Gudadhur Paul . • • 

Kasheenath Doss v, Bhowanee Dossee 

Kashee Nath Kooer v, Debkristo Ramanoqj Dess 

Kasheenath Koonwar v. Bunko Beharee Chowdhry 
Kiishee Nath Mookerjec v, Mohesh Chunder Goopto 
Kasheenath Pnnee v, Liikhraonce Pershad Patnaik 
Kasheenath Roy v, Luckheonaraiu Chatterjee 
Kasheenath Roy Chowdhry n. Mynuddeen Chowdhry 
■ .... ■ V. Shabitree Soonduree Dossee 

■■ V. ■ 

Kasheenath Sein v. Chunderinoneo Debia 
Kasheenath Shaba r. Joj^endro Nath Baboo . . 

Kashee Pershad v, Debi Das ..... 

Kashee Pershad lioy v. Shib Chunder Deb . . • ». 

Kashee Pershad Sen Neo^ee v, Jamir Paikar 
Kashee Ram v. Gunga Pershad . . . • 

Kashee Ram Doss v. Sham Moliinoe .... 

Kasheeshuree Debia v, Greesh Chunder Lahoreo . 

Kashee Singh v. Onraet ...... 

Kasheshuree Dassee v. Krishna Kamenee Debia • 
Kasheshureo Debia v. Grecsh.Chuuder Lahooreo • 

Kashi V. Mendee Singh ...... 

Kashi bai v. .Tatia . . . 

Kashi Eashi Ramling Swamee v. Chilumbernath Kooina ^ 
Swamec. 3 

Kashi Chunder Chuckerbutty v, Yar Mahomed . 

Kashi Chunder Doss. In the matter of the petition of ^ 

V. Hurkishore Doss . . ^ 

Kashi Chunder Sen. In the matter of the petition of | 
Kashidas Govindbhai v, B., B. and C. I. Railway Co. . 
Kashi Kish or Roy v, Tarini Kant Lahori . . ^ 

Kashi Nath v. Mukhta Prasad ^ . 

Kasbinath Balal Ok. Ex parte .... 

Kashi Nath Chatterjee l\ Chandi Charan Banerjee ^ 
Kashi Nath Chuckerbutty v. Brindabun Chuckerbutty . 
Kashi Nath Dass v, Ilurrihur Mookerjee . . ^ 

Kashinath Ghose v, Dinobundhoo Myteo 
Kasbinath Khargivala v. Collector of Poona 
Kashinath Morsheth v, Ramchandra Gopinath 
Kashinath Roy v. Nowcowry Kooudoo . . , 

Kashinath Roy Chowdhry v, Issur Chunder Mookerjee 




Column 

Volume and Page. 


of 

Digest. 

15 W. R., 160 ‘ * . 

. 

820 

22 W. R., 461 .. 


^5004 

7 W. R., 45 


604^10 

2N. W., 347 

, 

2314,2325 

24 W. R., 229 

. 

‘329, 2342 

8 W. R., 503 

, 

314,2779 

11 W. R., 374 . 


767 

W. R., 1864, Mis., 18 . 

, 

454 



1355, 1 

16 W. R., 240 . 

{ 

2792, 28(/.. 
3814, 4500 

12 W. R., 440 . 


3125, 5352 

25 W. R., 268 . 


303, 4176 

19 W. R., 99 


3012 

W. R., 1864, 91 . 


5121,5131 

1 W. R., 154 


2601 

10 W. It., 156 . 


564, 5170 

11 W. R., 4 2. 


6927 

9 \V. n., 2S8 

• 

1204 

22 W. R., 68 

9 

3174 

7’N. W., 77 


775 

2 W. R., Mis.. 3 . 


3512 

2 C. L. R., 265 . 


546 1663 

2 N. W., 304 


628 

23 W. R., 227 


583 

W. R.. 1864, n . 


2318 

5 W. R., Act X, 81 


4863 

2 Hay, 657 . . 


2242, 4138 

6 W. R., Mis., 64 


414 

2 Agra, Rev., 8 . 

, 

2915 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 221 . 


2128 

20 W. R., 217 . 


2244 

21 W. R.. Cr., 10 


4104 

10 B. L. R., 441 : 19 W. R., ) 
Cr., 47 . . . i| 

^ 4722 

10 B. L. R., 441 : 19 W. 
Cr., 47. 

R.,) 

4722 

1. L. R., 8 Calc., 266: 10 C.”) 

S852 

L. R., 91. 

> 

6 Bom., A. C., Ill 

3 B. L. R., A. Cr., 76 : 15 

W.J 

3285 

4490 

R., Cr., 42, note. 

> 

I. L. R., 6 All., 370 

• 

1473 

5 Bom., A. C., 84 

, 

■ 6899 

B. L. R., Sup. Voh, 383 
W. R., 68 

: 5^ 

> 

1816 

I. L. R. 10 Calc., 649 . 


1821 

I. L. B.. 9 Calc., 898 : 13 C. ) 
L. R., 11. { 

1826 

16 W. R.. Cr., 72 


3864 

1. L. K., 8 Bom., 553' . 


2948 

1. L. R., 7 Bom., 408 . 


6015 

1 W. R., 23 

• 

1823 

5 W. R., 297 

9 

3215 



6606 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volttmo and Page. 


Kashinath Roy ChowAhry v, Roy Dwarkanaih^Chucker- 
butty. 

Kashinath Si^ m Cze v, Dadki .... 
Kashi r t v. lUjigovind .... 

^96o Sink Mynooddeen Chowdhry . 

® Miller 

KarpakamV Krishna v, Bhadn Bapuji . 

Kartick C. Narayaii Dhulappa . . • . • 

Kartick jjjath Roy Chowdhry v, Snrbanand Shaba 

. Chandra Dutt v, Jadunath Chuckerbutty « | 

If ..asi Chunder Mozumdar. In the matter of the peti' < 
tion of. 5 

Kasi Kant Bhuttacharji v. Eohini Kant Bhuttacharji ^ 

Kasim Ajim Duplay v, Kasim Mohammed Barucha 
Kasim Ali v. Shades 

Kasim Ali Khan v. Birj Kishore 

Kasimannissa Bibi v, Hnrannissa Bibi 
Kasim Hussein v, Sharif-uii-iiissa • 

Kasim Mian v. Banda Husain .... 

Kasimuddi Khandkar v. Nadir Ali Tarafdar 
Kasimunissa Bibi v. Hills • 


Kasimunnissa Bibee v, Nilratna Bose 

Kasimunnissa Bibi v, Hurannissa Bibi 
Kasinath Koowar v. Bankubebavi Chowdhry 
Kasiiiath Roy Chowdhry. In re 

Kasinath Shaba v» Dwarkanath Sirkar 

Kasi Persad Narain v. Kawalbasi Kooer 
Kassee Nauth Roy Chovv dhry v. Hullodhur Roy , 
Kassim Biswas. In the matter of . . , 

Kassim Hassim Soorty v. Abrahim Soleman 
Kassim Mundle v. Noor Bibee .... 
Kassim Shaw v. Unnodapershad Chattcrjoe 
Kassirav R. Saheb Holkar v. Vithaldus Mangalji 
Kastaliuo v, Rustbmji Dadablioy 
Kasiurbai Shivajiiam Devkurna 

Kastur Bhavani v, Appa 

Kiisturchand v. Ravji Sadashiv 

Kasturshet Javershet v. Rama Kanhoji 
Kasublal Dey v. Tromearne .... 

Kasum V, Shaista Bibi ..... 
Katakam Yenkaiya v, Bhupalam Pedda Mullasappah 
Katchy Kullyana Rungappa Kalaka Thola Oodiar v. 
Baloosamy Ohetty. 

Kateeram Dokaiiee v, Gendhenee ... 
Kathaperuraal v. Venkabai .... 

Katiyanee v. Mahomed Shurfooddeen • 

Kattama Nachiar v, Bothagurusami Tevar . 


7 W. R., 61 

6 Bom., A. C., 211 . 

4156 

7 Bom.. A. C., 102 

1048 

W. R., F. B., 146 

6787 

I. L. R., 7 All., 752 

833 

7 Bom., A. C., 17 . 

2836, 56SO 

3 Bom., A. C., 110 

6481 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 317 . 

451 

8 B. L R., 612, note: 10 
W. R., 29. 

6690 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 440 : 7 C. L. 

1969, 5521 

R., 334. 

5524 

I. L, R,CCalc., 325: 7 C.> 
L. R., 342. 1 

648 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 59 , 

6.584 

3 N. W., 21 

4930, 5667 

2 N. W., 182 

1360, 1423 
4858, 5222 

7 B. L. R., Ap., 8 

3912 

i.L. R., 6 A!l.,285 

3678 

•I. L. R., 5 All., 616 

3021, 6205 

2. B. L. R., A. C., 266 : 11 > 
W. R., 164. j 

320, 1697 

6 B. L. R.,Ap., 125: 16 W. 
R., 127. , 

5622 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 79: 9C. L. f 
R., 173 : 10 C. L. R., 113. 1 

3424, 3548 
3957, 4258 
6397 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 6 

3912 

3 B. L., R., A. C., 446 . 

3126, 5353 

7 B. L, R., 146, note 

6927 

9 B. L. R., 215: 17 W. R., 
650. 

777, 6246 

5 Moore’ail. A., 146 . 

4649 

2 W. R., 60 

1197, 5462 

10 C. L. R., 335 . 

4733 

25 W. R., Cr.. 24 

4485, 4499 

1 W. R., 76 

1817 

1 Hyde, 160 

3544 

10 tom., 100 . . 

898 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 468 . 

4409 

I. L. R , 3 Bom., 372 . 

2426 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 621 . 

303, 2179 
5819 

1. L. R., 4£.')m., 65 

4068.6896 

6181 

I. L. R., 10 Bom , 65 . 

1890 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 12 

6274 

7 N. W., 313 .. . 

3682 

4 Mad,, 142 

779 

3 W.R., P. C., 50: 7 Moore’s 1 

I. A., 224. 1 

23 W. R., 178 . 

1606 

2275 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 194 . . 

2316, 6392 

3 Agra, 189 ... 

1347 

6 Mad., 293 ... 

6062 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volame and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Kattaraa Nacliiar v. Subrarama Aiyan 
Kattama Natcbiar v. Doraslnga Taver 
— '■ V, Muhammad Mira Ravutan 


Kattama Nauchear v. Rajah of Shivagungah 


Kattamiiri Jagnppa v. Padalu Latchappa 
Kattaperumal Pillai v. Panchanadam Pillai 
Kattasawmy v. Sandama Naik . 

Katte Monee Dossee v, Mon Mohinee Dabee 


Kattyanee Chowdhrain v. Madhubnarain Roy Chowdhry 
Kattyanee Debia v. Girish Chunder Banerjee • 
Kattyani Debea v, Soonduree Debea . 

Kauleshar Panday v, Girdhari Sinfjh 
Kaulealiar Rai w. Dost Muhammad Khan 
Kanndan v, Muttammal . . 

Kaviiibai v, A lam Khan . . . 

Kavasji Bhunji v. Dhondiraj Vinayak 
Kavusji Framji v, Wallace 
Kavasji Sorabji v. Barjorji Sorabji • 

Kaviraja Sundara Murteya Pillai v, Nalla Naikanl 
Piliai. ^ i 

Kawa Manji v. Rhowaz Nussio . . , . • 

Kay V. Poorunchand Poonalal . . . • • 

Kazi Chundra Mozoomdar v, Juggut Chundra'^ 
Mozoomdar. 

Keamuddm v, Allah Buksh . . • 

Kearnes v. Bhawani Charan Mitter . • 

Kebul Kishen Doss v. Jaminee . • 

Kebul Kishen Mozoomdar v. Ambala 
Kebul Kristo Dass v. Ram Coomar Shall 
Kebul Mahton v. Sunnoo 
Kebul Ram v. Government • • 

Kebul Ram Mundul v. Wells • 

Kedai^tollah v. Kailoo , . . . 

Kedari bin Raiiu v. Atmarambhat 
Kedar Monee Dossee v, Chunder Coomar Roy 
Kedar Nath v, Debi Din . . 

- ' V. Rughonath 

Kedarnath Acharjee v, Bhugwan Chunder Nundee 
Kedarnath Bhuttacharjee v. Kripa Ram Bhuttacharjee . 
Kedar Nath Biswas v. Huro Pershad Roy Chowdhry 

Kedarnath Chuckerbutty v. Donzelle . • • . 

■ —^v, GopeenaiJh Gbose ’ . 

Kedar Nath Coondoo Chowdhry v. Hemangini Dassi 

Kedar Nath Doss v. Protab Chunder Doss • 



Kedarnath Dutt v, Harachand Dutt ; 

V, Seeva Veyaua Rana Luchman 

Chetty. 

, Khettry . 

Kedarnath Ghose v. Kasim Mundul 


4 Mad., 302 


8334 

15 B. L. R., 83; 23 W.R.,^ 

1413 

314 ! L. R., 2 I. A. 

169. > 

7 Mad., 150 

6042 

2W. R.,P.C., 31: 9 Moore’s f 
I. A., 689. 1 

2314,2325 
2329,2342 
2514, 2779 

I. L. R , 6 Mad., 119 


4767 

3 Mad , 339 

. . 

4054 

.5 Mad., 294 

. 

3594 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 363 ; 3 W. ) 

43 

R., 51. 

j 

4 W. R., 68 


879 

23 W. R., 168 . 


4267 

2 W. R., Act X, 60 


1618 

I. L. R., 7 All, 338 


2862 

I. L. R., 6 All., 274 


237 

3 Mad.. 92 . 


3378 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 170 


3674 

10 Bom.. 411 


19.39 

1 Bom., 113 » 


2802 

10 Bom.. 224 


3192 

3 Mad., 93 . 


164 

5 C. L. R.. 278 . 


6003 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 63l 


4629 

7 C, L. R., 330 . 


5521, 6624 

15 W. R., Cr., 61 


4332 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 54 : W. ) 

6154 

R., F. B., 167. 

i 

6 W. R., Act X, 47 


3800 

7 W. R., 326 


4845, 4910 

9 W. R.. 671 


2090 

6 W. R., Act X, 80 


5189 

6 W. R.. 47 


3270 

24 W. R., 454 


6092 

7 W. R., 73 


5748 

3 Bom., A. C., 11 


1081, 2213 

2 W. R., Act X, 75 


631 

I. L. R., 4 All., 165 

• • 

82 

6 N. W., 104 

• • 

2846 

2 W. R., 153 

• • 

4173 

5 W. R., 270 


196 

23 W. R., 207 . 


578 

20 W. R., 362 . 


1686, 363U* 
3703 

23 W. R.. 426 . 

, * 

1733, 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 336 

• 

2418 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 626 : 

8C.L. ^ 

294, 4153 

R., 238. 


I. L. R., 8 Calc., 420 

. 

8464 

1 C. L. R., 336 . 

. 

426 

11 B. L. R., 406 : 20 W. R., 
150. 

1627, 4771 

8 W. R., 364 

• 

8113 



G508 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Kedar Nath Joardar v. Surfoonnissa Bibec • 
Kedarnath Mahata Kadumbinee Debua . 

Kedar Nath Mitter Alisar llohoinan. In the matter 
of. 

V. Sookoomaree Debia 

• y. Siuendro Deb Koy 


Kedarnath Mookeriee v. Mathiirauath Dutt 

* ' ■ V. Mohesh Ch under Paulit 

— y. Parbutty Peisbkar 

Kedarnath Nag y. Khettiirpaul Sritiratno . 
Kedar Nath Pakrasee y. Doya Moyce Debia 
Kedarnauth Doss y. Protab Chunder Dosa . 

Kedar Pooree v. Kullau Khan . 

Keefe y. Christie ..... 


Keemee Baeey. Luchmun Das Narain Das 
Keenoo Singh Boy v. Eshan Chunder Hoy 
Keerut Singh v. Koolahul Singh . 

■ — y. Narain Passee 

Kefaet Hossein v. Shumsharo Ali 
Keisurya y. Chotoo .... 
Kellie y. Frazer . • . • 

Kellu Eradi y. Puapalli • 

Kelly y. Hanlon .... 
— y. Kelly and Saunders 


y. ' 

y. 

— y. Seth Gobind Dass 

Kelu y. Paidel .... 

Kemp y. Premnaryan Sing 

Kena Mahomed y. Bohatoo Sircar 
Kenaram Chuckerbutty v. Denonath Panda 
Kenaram Mullick y. liamkooinar Mookerjee 
Kenaram Shamunt y. GoiJeenath Geeree 
Kenchawa y. Ningapa 
Kendiga Madi Chetti y. Soobhamma . 
Kennedy y. Wyman 

Kenny y. Administrator General of Bengal 

■ y. — 

■ y. Issur Chunder Poddar * • 

- — ■■■ y. Kolum Mundle . . , 

■ " y. Mookta Soonderee Dabeo 

■ ' ■ ' y. Sumeeroonissa . . • • 

Kerakoose y. Brooks . . . . 

• — y. Serle . . , . , 

Keramut Ali y. Abdool Wahab . 

Keramut Hossein y. Golap Koonwar . . 

Keramutoollah y. Gholam Hossein '. . 



Column 

Volume and Page. 

of 

Digewl. 

24W. R., 425 . 

1770 

low. R., 239 . 

4175 

lOC.L. R., 197 . 

5277 

22 W. R., 398 .. . 

3060 

1. L. R., 9 Calc., 865 : 13 C. 
L. R., 58. 

4787 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 17 : lu W. 
R., 59. 

332, 2C81 

IW. R., 67 

4174 

2W. R.,267 

5267 

I. L.R., 6Calc.,34; 6 C. L. 
R., 669. 

3352 

20 W. R., 49 

1219, 269G 

I. L. R.. 6 Calc., 626:8 C.l 
L. R., 238. 

294, 4153 

1 Agra, Rev., 56 . 

1588 

5 W. R., S. C. C. Ref., 21 

5686 

5 W. R., P. C., 59 : 1 Moore’s 
1. A., 470. 

183, 4658 

6 W. R., 213 

4406 

5 W. R., P. C., 131:2 Moore’s 
1. A., 331. 

2509 

25 W. R., Cr., 14 

551.3 

13 W. R., 458 . 

2887 

1 N. W., 78 : Ed. 1873, 146 

2928 

1. L. R., 2 Calc , 445 

360, 2823 

2 Mad., 101 

.3765 

10 B. L. R., Ap., 23 . 

2633 

3 B. L. li., a. C., 67 . 

1545 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 4 

1554 

3 B. L. R., Ap.,‘6 

1553 

3 B. L. K Ap., 6 

1548, 1556 

5 B. L. R., 71 . 

1555, 1656 

6 N. W., 168 

5412 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 473 . 

3760 

1. L. R., 5 Calc., 699 : 5 C. L. 

R , 539. 

5120, 5707 

Marsh., 506 

4574 

9 W. R., 325 

1422 

2 W. R., Act X, 17 

1615 

low. R., 130 

311 

10 Bom., 265, note 

2109, 2115 

5 Mad., 453 

3600 

I. L. R., ICale., 178 . 

2680 

3 B. L. R., 0. C., 75 . 

6133 

7 B..L. R., Ap., 60 

5988 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 9 . 

1590, 4865 

6. W. R., S. C. C. Ref., 1 

1357 

7 W. R., 419 

4589 

3 W. R., 68 . , . 

43 

8 Moore’s LA., 339:4 W.7 
R., P. C., (il. 3 

2626, 4634 

3 Moore’s I. A., 329 

5973 

17 W. K., 131 . 

4614, 6820 

3 W. R., 101 

3192 

9 W. E., 77 

1760 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6609 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Kernot v. Walton ....... 

Kerr v, Nuzzar Mahomed . . . . . 

Kerry v, Madaiilal Das ...... 

Kerteenarain Chowdhry v. Perthenarain Chowdliry 

Kery Kolitany v, Moneram Kolita . . . ^ 

iKesahram Mahapattar v, Nandkishor Mahapattar | 

Kesaree v, Samardhau . . .... 

Kesava Pillai «. Peddu Reddi ..... 

Keshab Lai Milter v, Masabdy Mundul 

Keshava v. Keshava ...... 

Keshavan y. Vasudevan . . ' . 

Keshava Sanabliagra y. Lakshminarayana 

Keshava Tharagfan v. Rudran Niimbudri 

Keshav Hapuji v, Narayan Shamrav .... 

Kesbavbhat «. Bhagirthibai ..... 

Keshav Gopal Giiide v. Raj^apa .... 

Keshav Ilarkha y. Ganpat II irachand . . 

Keshavji Naik v. Nasarvanji Ardesir Wadia 
Keshav Kasinath. In re 
Keshav Lakshman. In re 

Keshav Ramkrishna v. Govind Ganesh . 9 

Keshavram valad IJirachand v. Ramchandra Trimbak . 

Keshavrav Krishna Joshi v. Bhavanji bin Babaji 

Kesho Lall V. Mohabeer Pershad .... 

Kesho Pershad v. Hirdoy Naraiu ‘ . . • 

Kesho Rai v, Binayak Rai . . . . • 

Keshoree Lall v. G obi n dram . . . . . 

Keshub Chunder Acdiarjee y. Hurro Soonduree Debea . 
Keshub Chunder Sein y. Vyssmonee Dossia , 
Keshub Lall Chowdhry y. Watson & Co. • 

Kesree v. Seth Roshun Lai . . • . . 

Kesri v. Ganga Prasad ...... 

Kesserbai y. Valab Raoji . . . . . 

Kesu Shivram v. Vithu Kanaji . . . . 

Ketabdi Mundul. In the matter of . 

Ketal Gain y. Nadur Mistree . . . . . 

Kethaperumal y. Venkabai . . . . . 

Ketiki Chutiany y. Lukheekant Bose 
Keval Bhagvan y. Ganpati Narayan . . 

Kevaldas Sakarchand y. Pestonji Nasser van ji 
Keval Kuber y. Tahikdari Settlement Officer 
Kewajah Chyemun Kajah y. Jan Ally Chowdhry 
Kewal Kandoo v, Oinrao Singh . . . . 

Kewal Ram v. Khadim Husain .... 
Kewata Mug y. Nobocoomar Doss .... 
Kewul Sahoo y. Issiir Dyal Roy .... 
y. Rash Narayan Singh 

Keyake Ilata Kotel Kanni alias Grani y. Yadattil | 
Vellayangot Achuda Pisharodi. ) 

Khadar Bhi y. Rahiman Bhi ..... 
lihadar Saheb v. Chotibibi ..... 


I. L. R., 9 Calc., 14 

2 W. R.. P. C., 29 

1 B. L. R., S. N., 11 . 

1 W. R.. 32 

13 B. L. R., 1 : 19 W. 
307. 

3 B.L. R., A.C., 7: 11 
R., 308. 

5 N. W. 94 
1 Mad., 258 

4 W. R., S. C, C. Ref., 11 
I. L. R., 2 Mad., 45 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 297 . 

I. L. R., G Mad., 192 . 

I. L R., 5 Mad., 259 
I. L. Jl., 10 Bom., 18 
3 Bom., A. C., 75 

12 Bom., 165 

8 Bom., A. C., 87 

10 Bom., 425 . • 

9 Bom,, ’43 . . , 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 175 , 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 94 . 

8 Bom., A. C., 44 

8 Bom., A. C., 142 

25 W. R., 185 . 

G C. L. R., G9 

3 Agra, 170 

4 N. W., 70 

25 W. R., 529 . 

7W. R., 118 
W. R., 18G4, G4 . 

2N. W.,4 . 

I. L. R., 4 AIL, 1G8 
1. L, R., 4 Bom., 188 
1. L. R., 9 Bom., 320 

2C^L.R., 507 . 


G W. R., 
J. L. R., 
21 W. R. 
I. L. R., 
I. L. R., 
1. L. R., 
1 W. R., 
25 W. R. 
I. L. R., 
19 W. JL, 

12 W. R.. 

13 W. E, 


, 168 

2 Mad., 194 
410 . 

8 Bom., 220 
5 Bom., 467 
1 Bom., 586 
4G 

., IGG . 

5 All., 57G 
207 . 

, 334 . 

445 


3 Mad., 380 

3 Mad., 167 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 616 


2320, 2442 
4573 
5694 
3765 

1728,3753 

2487, 2793 
6077 
4970 
4511 

2246, 6670 

1906, 4323 

4328, 6384 
2855 
6274 
5842 
962 

2118, 2526 

196, 3448 
184, 289 
3910 
2164 
765 
4536 

1442, 4042 
3094 
2021 
44 
3964 
6156 

2311,2312 
1523 
956, 961 
6565 
5176 
2464 
5943 
2235 
2680 

3375, 6595 
3020 
5753 
3511 

289, 1208 
4284 
3080 


6510 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Khadar 8aib v. Khadar liibi . • . • 

Khadejah Bibee v. Siitfur Ali .... 
‘Khadem Ali v. Tajimunissa .... 
Kbadein Hossein Khan v. Kalee Pershad Singb . 
Khader Husaain v, HuB»ain Begum • 

Khadira Ali v, Nazu* Begum .... 
Kbagendranath Malik v, iiakbaldas Sirkar 

Kbairuddin Ahmed v. Abdul Baki • 

Khair-un-nissa v. Gauri Shankar 

Kb ait Singh v. Heera Dass .... 

Khaja Patthanji# In re 

Khajarannissa v, Risannissa Begum • 
Kbajooroonihsa v. Rohimoonissa • 

V, Roushan Jehan • 

Khaiooroonnissa v. Saifoolla Khan • 
KhHjoorunnissa v. Roheemunnissa 
Kbajuranissa Begum v, Ahmed Reza 

Khajurunissa Vt Ahmed Reza • . • • 

Khalut Chunder Ghose v. Minto 

— V, Sarodasoondery Dossee 

Kbau V, Bama Soonduree Dossee . • • 


Khan Cband v. Collector of Boolundshahur 

Khando Narayan Kulkarni v, Afaji Sadashiv Knlkarni 
Khundu Dulabdas v, Turaohand Amarchaud 
Khandu Moreshvar v. Shivji bin Gorkoji 

Khandu valad Kern v, Tatia valad Vilhoba . 

Khairto Bewab v. Nundram Nath . 

Khantomonee Debia v. Komodinee Debia 
'Khanum Jan v. Rutton Lai .... 

Khanzadee v. Collector of Boolundshuhur • • 

Kharag Singh v. Bholanath .... 

Kharak Chand Pal v. Tarack Chunder Gupta 
Kharshedji Nasarvanji Cama v. Secretary of State for 
India. 

Khasixu v, Carlier ...... 

Khaski Roy v. Farzand Al: Khan 

Khasro Mandar v. Prem Lai .... 

Khatija Bibi. In the matter of . . . 

7 - " V. Taruk Chunder Dutt . . . 

Khatoo Bibee v, Furukh Ali . . • ■ • 

Khatoon Koonwar v. Uurdoot Narain Singh 
Khatun* Bibi v, Abddllah .... 

Khayali v. Husain Bakhsh . • • • 

Kbedaroonissa Bibee v, Boodhee Bibee 





Column 


Volume and Page. 


of 

Digcat. 


3 Mad., 149 


4849 


4 W. K., 36 


3733 


I. L. R., 10 Calc., 607' . 


1764 


8 W. R., 49 


448 


5 Mad.. lU 


3681 


3 N. W., 262 


1422 


2 B. L. R., S. N., 1 

. 

3282 


3B. L. R., A. C., 65 ill W.> 

159 1; 1593 

1 

• R., 410. 

s 

4927 

I. L. R., 3 All., 484 . 


8478 

• 

1 Agi*a, 75 . 

. 

6158 

. 

I. L. R.. 6 Bom., 202 . 


3460 

. 

6 B. L. R., 84 : 13 W. R., 371 1 

3331, 3332 
3653, 3654 

, 

16 W. R., 152 


1224, 5829 


I. L. R., 2 Calc., 184 : 26 W.( 
R., 36: L. R., 3I.A., 291. 

. 996, 3633 
3634, 3680 
3732 


16 B. L. R.. 306 : 24 W. R., ) 
163 : L. R., 2 I. A., 236. i 

3331, 3654 

. 

17 W. R., 190 . 

. 

3735 

( 

8 B. L. R., 166, note : 11 
B.. 88. 

"i 

5189 

J 

8 B. L. B., 93 : 16 W. R., 

.P.i 

1160 

1 

C., 1, 

j 


1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 426 • 


2828, 4936 

. 

Bourke, 0. C., 244 

• 

5583, 6184 


25 W. R., 62 

1 N. W., Pt. VII, p. 110 : 

Ed.\ 

3797 

4103 

i 

1873, 197. 

i 


I. L. R., 2 Bom., 370 . 


2850 


I. L. R., 1 Bom., 574 . 


4825 


5 Bom., A. C., 212 


2796, 4424 


8 Bom., A. C., 23 . 

{ 

5071, 5679 
5748 


15W.R., 369 . 


6662 


25 W. R., 69 


1674 


8W. R., 95. 


1677 


1 Agra, 57 • . . 


1492 


I, L. R., 4 All., 8 . • 


2726 


I. L. R., 10 Calc.. 1030 . 


. 1264 

] 

5 Bom., 0. C., 97 . 


348, 6800 


I, L. R., 6 Mad., 272 . 


4393 

( 

1 

< 

9 B. L. B., 125 : 18 W. 
144. 

R.,j 

1624 

9 B. L. R., Ap., 41 : 18 

W.) 

528 

[ 

R., 403. 

i 


5 B. L. R., 657 . 

{ 

2094, 3638 
3851 

f 

1. L. R., 9 Calc., 980: U C.\ 

6022 

1 

L. R., 182. 

> 


6 W. B., Mis., 108 


1912 


20 W. R., 163 . 


1139, 6224 


I. L. R., 3 AIL, 9. 


• 4616 


I. L. R., 8 AIL, 198 


4795 


13W. B., 317 . 


499r 



TABL12 OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pago. 


Khedoo Thakoor v. Bhup:wat Lall . . • 

Kheeromoiiee l)oa^ee v, Beejoy Gobind Bural • 
Klieeroodhur Lall y. Seetulram • 

Khelalchunder Ghoso v, Boorno Chander Roy 
Khehiram Doss Mistreo v, Dhuree Doss . • 

Khelat Chunder Ghose v* Bhuggobutiy Churn Mookei^ee 

■ — V. Prosunno Moyee Dassee • 

Kheilat Chunder Ghose v. Gourchurn Mojoomdar 
— V, Keshub Chunder Paul Chow- ^ 

dry. 3 

V, Nusseebunnissa Bibee . 

Khellut Chunder Ghose v. Collector of Bhaugulpcre 

■ ■ V, Prosunnomoye Dossee . 

Khelut Chunder Ghose v. Kishen Gobind Deb • 

• ■ " V. Kristo Gobind Deb • • 

' ' ■ V, Prankisto Dey . . 

V. Tarachand Koondoo Chow - y 

dhry. ) 

Khema Debea v. Kamolakant Bukshi . . ^ 

Khema Moyee alma Khemessuree Debia v. Radha*^ 

Pearee Debia Chowdhrairi. ) 

Khemainoyee alias Khemessuree Debia v, Shoshee*^ 

Bhoosun Gangooly. 3 

Khema Soondaree Dossia v. Nundkoomar Goopto 
Khemji Bhagvaiidass Gujar v. Ramft • . 

Khem Karan v, Har Dayal .... 

Khemkor v. Umiashankar Hanchhor i 

Khem Kuruu v, Seeta Kam .... 

Khemiia Gowala v. Budoloo Khan 

Khemonkuree Debia v. Modhooinutty Debia 
Khemunkurce Chowdhrain v, Gourchunder Mojoomdar . 
Khemuiikuree Dabee v. Shurut Soonduree Dabee . 
Khemunkurce Dossee v. Gooroo Prosad My tee • 

2 )^ Nilambur Mundul 

Khenumkurce Chowdhrani v, Gour Chunder Mojoomdar 

Kheraj Mullah. In the matter of the petition of | 

■ V, Janab Mullah . • . j 

Khermukuree Dossee v. Nilamhur Mundul . 

Kheroda Mayi Dasi v, Golam Abardari 

Kherodo Chunder Roy v, Gordon 
Kheroderaoney Dossee v. Doorgamoney Dossee 

Kherodhur Lall v. Doolee Chund • 

Kheta Mai y. Chuni Lai 

Khetermonee Dassee v. Kishenmohun Mitter . 
Khetoosee Cherooria v. Banee Madhub Doss 

Khetramani Dasi v, Kasi Nath Das . . . | 

Khetter Chunder Mookerjeo v, Khetter Paul Sreete-( 
rutno. } 


16 W. R., 9 . 

7 W. R., 533 
2 Hay, 363 . 

2 W. R., 268 

1 Hay, 4 

14 W. R., 144 . 

Marsh., 478 . . • 

18 W. R., 402 . 

16 W. R., 46 

16 W. R., 47 
W. R., 1864, 73 . 

W. R., 1864, Mis., 24 . 

16 W. R., 128 . 

18W. R., 276 . 

11 B. L. R., 428, note: 12 W. 
R., 461. 

6 W. R., 269 

10 B. L. R., 269, note: low. 
R., 10. 

8 W. R., 469 . 

9 W. R., 95 . 

4W. R.,75. 

1. L. R., 10 Bom., 619 . 

1. L. R., 4 All., 37 

10 Bom., 381 

2 N. W., 257 

1. L. R., 6 Calc., 251 ; 7 C. 

L. R., 92. 

4W. R., Mis., 23 . 

6 W. K., 268 
14 W. R., 9 . 

IIW. R.,379 . 

2 W. R., 227 
6 W. R., 268 

11 B. L. R., 33 : 20 W. R., 
Cr., 13. 

11 B. L. R., 33: 20 W. R., 
Cr., 13. 

2W. R., 227 . ‘ . 

13 B.L.R., 114:21 W. R., 
149. 

23W.’r.,237 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 455 : 2 C. 
L. R., 112:3 C.L. R.,316. 

19 W. K., 424 

I. L. R., 2 All., 173 
Marsh., 313. • 

12 W, R., 114 

2 B. L. Rm a. C., 16: 

low. R., F. B., 89. 
r. L. R., 5 Calc., 886 : 6 C. 
L. R.,199. 


2879 

1746, 1760 
2362 

3373, 4210 
6254 
897 
1933 
6934 

6476 

3141, 6077 
46 
230 

6064, 6339 
6120 


888, 3389 
3997 


6355 

3389, 3886 
1691, 3142 
2441 
3714 


2660,3169 

3820 

1402 

6155 

2830, 3950 
2420 



6512 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page, 


Coluraa 

of 

Pigost. 


Khetter JVTohun Chowrunghee. In the matter of the 
petition of. 

Khetter Mohun Chuckerhutty ik Dinahashy Shaha 
.Khetter Mohun Doss v. Chunder Money Dabee . 

Khetter Mohun Dutt v. Wells • 

Khettermohun Ghose Ramossur Ghose 
Khetter Monee Dahee v, Madhub Chunder Roy 
Khettermonee Dossee v. Gopeemohun Roy . 

■■ ' — V. Sreeiiath Sircar 

Khetternath Dutt v. Indro Jalia 
Khetter Nath Seal v. Shih Nath Chatterjee . 

Khetter Paul Singh v, Luckhee Narain Mitter 
Khettra Molian Baboo v. Rash Behari Baboo 
Khettramohan Chatterjee v. Ivisorimohau Bose 
Khettromony Dasi v. Sreeuatb Sircar , 

Khettro Ndth Dey v. Gossain Doss Dey . 


Khettscy Das, In re . , 

Khettur Balsee v, Gour Hurree . 

Khettur Gopal Chatterjee v. Poorno Chunder Chat 
Khettur Mohun Banerjee v. Ilaradlum Chatterjee 
Khettur Mohun Chuttopadhya v. Ishnr Chunder Surma 
Khettur Mohun Gossain zk Bhyrub Chunder Sheet 
Khettur Mohun Paul v. Ram Coomar Paul 
Khetturmonee Dossee v. Gopeemoliun Roy . 
Khetturnath Doss v. Ramjadoo Bhuttacharjee 
Khettur Nath Ghose v. Prosunno Gliose 
Khetturnath Roy v. Durhesh Mooushee 
Khevraj Jusrup v. Liugaya 

Khidu V, Kali Sahu .... 

Khiluck Chunder Ghose v. Prosuunomoyee Dassee 
Khilut Chunder Ghosh v. Koonjlull Dhur , 

Khimji Chaturbhuj v, Forbes . 

Khimji Jivraju Shettu v, Purushotam Jutani 
Khoblall Baboo v. Ramchunder Bose 
Khoda Baksh Mistri v, Beni Mandal 

Khodahhai Mahiji v. Bahdhar Dal a . , 

Khoda Buksh v. Akool Gazee . 

V. Degumhnree Dossee 

* - V. Hurree Ram , • 

' V, Mowla Buksh 

• V, Purmanund Dutt 

• V. Shukroollah 
Khcda Buksh Khan v, Choa 
Khoda Bijx. In re 

Khodabux v. Budree Narain Singh 
Khodajamnissa v, Stevens’^* 


22 w; R., Cr., 43 
1. L. R., io Calc.) 265 


Cor., 125 . ’ . 

, , 

2830 

I. L. K., 8 Calc., 719 
L. R., 13. 

: 11 C. 

3779 

W. B., 18()4, 304 . 


3849 

13 W. B., 100 


686 

1 Hay, 178 


3814, 5258 

11 K. L. R., Ap., 5 


4193 

IB W. R., Cr.. 78 . 


5994 

W. R., 1861.. 284 . 


4611 

15 W. B., 125 


3184, 5324 

. 5 B. L. R., 167 : 13 W. R., 252 

1 636 

. 1 B. L. R., 0. 0., 27 

, , 

1208 

. 20 W. R., Cr.,14 . 

, , 

6153 

< 1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 49 

* R., Mis., 18. 

: 4 W. 

3181 

7W. R.,188 


5051 

11 W. K.. 513 . 

, , 

12 

. 3B.L. K., Ap.. 14 


2675 

, W. R., 1864, 387 

. , 

4825 

e 15 W. R., 483 


2288 

. 19 W. R., 287 

, , 

5327 

IIW. R.,271 

, , 

403, 4523 

. 3 W. R., 126 


2772 

. 5 W. R., Act X, 2 


541 

. 1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., S3 

, 

P814, 5258 

. 24 W. R., 49 


2077 

. 7 W. R., 498 

, , 

5288 

. 9 W. R., 358 

, , 

4464 

. I. L. R., 5 Bom., 2 
< 3 B. L. R., Ap., 112 : 

12 W. ’» 

1719, 5401 

^ R., 71. 

Marsh., 478 

5 

1933 


1270,5911 
3181 


11 B. L. R., 101, note : 10 ) 
W. R., 333. i 

8 Bom., O. C., 102 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 171 . I 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 434 . 

0 B. L. R., 719, note : 14 W. i 

R., 156. \ 

I. L. R., G Bom., 541 

9 W. R., 695 
W. R., 18G4, 207 
2 N. W., 399 


14W. E.,255 . . ( 

5 W. R., 214 
5 N. W., 220 
19 W. R., 102 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 42 
I. L. R., 7 Calc., 137 : 8 C. L. 
R., 306 ] 

20W. R.,433 . 


2348, 2350 
2806 

2754<, 2811 
4126 
5211 

6661 

2293 

6028 

5318 

1881 

183, 1215 
6078 
3245 
437 
6002 
2664 

3158 

436, 3266 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6513 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Khoda Newaz v, Nubo Kisbore Raj • 

Khodeja Bibee v. Johad Rohocn 

• V. Ram Narjiiu Dan 

Xhodojoonissa. In the matter of tlie petition of 

Khodejoonnissa Bibee v, Lutafut Ilossein 

Khodie Lai v. Biswasu Kunwar 

KhofFeb Jan Bebce v. Mahomed Mehdee 
.Khogendro Narain Chowdhury v. Gouri Kant Nath 
Khomkar Abdool Gnfloor v. Khoda Newaz 
Khondkar Abdoor Rnhman v. Woomacburn Roy • 
Khondkar Kefaetoollah v. Mahomed Kabel 
Khondkar Nowazush H ossein v, Woosuloonissa Bibeo 
Khoobchund v. Ilazaree Lall .... 

■ V. Leela Dhur .... 

Khoobee v, Akbar ...... 

Khoob Knonwur v, Moodnarain Singh . . 

Kboob Lall v. Jungle Singh .... 

Khoob Lall Sahoo v. Kadir Biiksh . . 

Khoob Lall Singh Toolsee Singh . « 

Khoob Singh v. Bulwant Singh 

Khoobun V, AVooma Churuu Singh 

Khoodee Koiburtnee v. Dnrgadass Bhnitacharjee 
Khoodee Monee Dossce Ghossaneo v, Koylash Chundcr^ 
Ghose. ) 

Khoodee Ram Dntt v. Kishen Chand Goleecha 
Kliooderam Chatterjeo v. Rookhinee Boistobee 
Khood Narain Singh v. Toolsee Roy . 

Khoodoomoney Dabee v. Goluckmoucy Dabco 
Khoonoo V. Aoodal Singh 

Khoorshed Hossein v. Nubbee Fatima 

V. Tekuarain Sing 
Khoorshed Kazi v. Empress 

Khooshal Chund v. Palmer .... 


Khooshalo v, Subookh ..... 
Khooshal Rae v, Jankee Doss .... 
Khoresh Mahomed v, Mahomed Takee 
Khoroo Lall v. Kant Lall .... 
Khorshed Ali v. Chowdhry Wahid Ali • 

* . 'V» Tayler ..... 

Khorshcdjee Manikjeo v, Mohnvanjee Khoorshedjce 

Khorun Singh v, Beharee Lall . '. . . 

Khosal Chund v. Luchmee Chund 
Khosal Singh v. Toolsee Chowdhry . 

Khoshalee v. Buljoet ..... 

V. Nuud Lall 

Khoshal Mahomed v, Joynooddoen .... 
Khoshelal Mahton v, Guncsh Dutt alias Nanhoo Singh 


5 W. R., Act X, 63 . [ 

14 W. R., .320 . 

12 W. R., 511 . 

7 W. R., 486 

W. R., 1864, 171 

4 B. L. R.,A.C., 131: 13 AV. 
R., 122. 

low. R., 211 . 

11 C. L. R., 300 . 

Marsh., 56S 

8 AV. R., 330 

9 AV. R., 345 

6 W. R., 249 

1 Agra, 275 . . 

3 Agra, 103 

2 Agra, 322 

1 W. R., P. C., 36 : 9 Moore’s 
I. A., 1. 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 787 : 2 0. 
L. R., 439. 

15 AV. R., 431 

17 AV. li., 219 . 

2 Agra, 302 

3 C. L. R., 453 . 

15 W. R., Cr., 82 

4 AV. R., Mis., 22 

25 AV. R., 145 . 

15 AV. R., 197 
15 W. R., 9 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 36 
8 W. R., 511 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 551 : 2 C. 
L. R., 187. 

2 C. L. R., 141 . 

8 C. L. R., 542 . 

1 Agra, 280 

2 Agra, Pt. II, 170 

1 Agra, 176 
2N.W., 9 . 

10 C. L. R., 106 . 

5 AV. R., Mia., 37 

15 VV. R., 170 . . * 

W. R., 1867, 15 . 

5 W. R., P. C., 57 : 1 Moore’s 
I. A., 431. 

3 Agra, 95 . 

Bourke, 0. C., 151 

10 AV. R., Cr., 40 

2 Agra, 79 . 

6 N. AV., 1 . 

12W. R.,451 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 690 . 


1607, 1618 
1662 
6477 
. 5467 
4345, 5209 
1759. 3166 
6059 

3147, 3175 

3727 

4427 

196 

1626, 1656 
4896 
3983 
5743 
3389 
4930 


. 766 
766 
2918 

881, 3436 
431.0 
4719 


1740, 3222 
2310 . 
5145 
678 
5273 

539, 4314 

4577 
^ 26 , 2012 
ti)6, 2821 
4424 
J22, 3301 
' 2076 
' 3894 
; 5144 
281 
! 5922 
i)62, 6015 



6614 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Khowaz Rair Bux Singh v. Bishendharee Geer 
Ehub Chand v. Kalian Das • 

•J. Narain Singh 
Khub Lai V. ^hina Hazari 
Khuda Bakhfb v. Sheo Din 
Khudeeram liswas v. Koral Budonee Dossee 
Khudeerun lall v. Chutierdharee Lall 
Khudiram Siigh v. Sham Singh Poojoory . 
•Khngendro hath Mullick v. Kautee Kam Paul 
Khuggender !^araiii Ohowdhry Sharupgir Oghorenath 

Khugowleo Sng v, Hossein Bux Khan 

Khukroo Misain v. Jhoomuck Lall Dass 
Khulleel Mabmed v. Purzam Ally • 

Khunni v. Nsir-ud-din Ahmad . • 

Khurram Siigh v. Hhawani Baksh 
Khurruckdhree Singh v. Pershadee Mundul 
Khuruckdhaee Singh v. Rewat Lall Singh . 

Khusalbhai . Kabhai . • • • 

Khusal Chad v. Mahadev Giri . « 

Khusaldas i Sakharam Ramcbandra Dikshit 
Khushalphad Lalchaud v. Ibrahim Fakir . 

Kbushali vRani ..... 

Khushalo V Behari Lai .... 

Khuttan Boer v, Poona Kooer 
Khwahish Ai v, Surju Prasad Singh 
Khyrat Alb. Mahomed Yasoen Khan • 

V, Syfullah Khan . . . 

Khyratun . Amanee .... 

Khyroonisi v. Salehoonissa Khatoon 
Bhyrut AV Khurruck Dharee Singh 
Kiam Ali Kayamaddi .... 

Kifayat A v. Ram Singh 
Kilaram haji v. Narayan Das . 

Kinhar Dnsha v, Gokuruu • . 

King V, Eng . . . . • 

' "Om ..... 

Kinlock « Collector of Eiawah 

zCourt of Wards 

Kinmond;. Jackson .... 


Lawrie 


Kinnoo IVmee Debia v, Shohoram Sirkar . 

Kinoo Da v. Rughoonath Doss 
Kinoo Sirh Roy v, Nusseeroodeen Mahomed Chowdhry 
Kirani Abedula Subabhat . 

Kirath Clnd v, Ganesh Prasad 
Kirat Sinji v. Ram Doss . • 

Kirkhy «^.)illon . . 

Kirkland • Modee Pestonjee Khoorshedjoe 
Kivpa Shuiur v. Pal Pandey . . • 

Kirt Chumr Roy v. Government • 

Kirtebash Vtee v. Ramdhun Kharal 
Kirteehash ayetee v. Ramdhun Khoria 



Column 

Volume and Pagro. 

of 

Di^jfest. 

23 W. R., 402 . 

5934 

I. L. R., 1 All., 240 . 

3892, 3922 
5375 

1. L. R., 3 All., 812 . 

6050 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 339 . 

6629 

I. L. R. 8 All., 405 

3062, 4790 

21W. R.,.379 ... 

5695 

21 W. U., 242 . 

4214, 5584 

W. R., 1864, Mis., 25 . 

164 

14 W. R., 368 . 

3803 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 543 . 

2332 

7 B. L. R., 673: 15 W. R., 
P. C., 30 

1691, 4962 

15W.R., 263 . . ; 

2428, 4011 

12 W. R., 269 .. . 

5739 

I. L. R., 4 AIL. 255 

3346 

I. L. R., 3 AIL, 440 

2725 

22 W. R., Cr., 44 . 

6260, 6272 

12 W. R., 167 .. . 

12, 4469 

L L. R., 6 Bom., 26 

3119, 3454 

12 Bom., 214 .. . 

1679,2255 

12 Bom.. 212 

1891 

3 Bom., A. C., 23 

2498 

I. L. R.,4 All., 195 

2072 

I. L. R., 3 AIL, 523 

3321, 4811 

24 W. R., 322 . 

672 

T. L. R., 3 AIL, 598 

3749 

2 Agra, 207 

1104 . 

8 W. R., 1.30 

483 

11 W. R., 212 

3650, 3(595 

6 W. R., 238 

3364, 3384 

Marsh., 520 

3265 

6 C. L. R., 212 . 

1925 

I. L. R., 7 AIL, 359 

3494 

6B. L. R., 215:13 W. R., 278 

6693 

3 Agra, 316 

1766, 3278 

I. L. K., 6 Bom., 416 

1551 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 487 . 

1557, 3148 

1. L. R., .3 AIL, 433 . 

6133 

I. L. R., 3 AIL, 433 

6133 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 17 

3277 

1 C. L. R., 66 . . . 

4334 

1 C. L R., 66 . 

4334 

3 W. R., 128 

2752, 4042 

4 W. R., 34 ... 

3256 

17W. R., 97 . ... 

3056 

I. L. R., 8 Horn., 28 

289 

I. L. R., 2 All ,358 

3358 

W. R. P. B., 8 . 

4197 

1 N, W., Ed. 1873, 243 

324 

3 Moore's I. A., 220 

2699, 4633 

1 Agra, Rev.. 47 

5 W.R.,P.C.,41:1 Moore's) 

4457 

5342 

I. A.. 383. \ 

2Ind. Jur., N. S,197 : 7W.) 
R., 526. ] 

1753 

B. L. R., Sup. VoL, 658 

1753 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6516 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pa^fc. 


Kirtee Chunder Mitter v. Anath Nath Deb 
V, Struthers . 

Kirtee Naraia Chowdhry v. Protap Chunder Burooai 
Kirte Mohaldar v. Kamjau Mohaldar 
Kirti Ojha v. llajkumar . . . • • 

Kirty Chunder Haidar v, Raj Chunder Haidar 

Kirty Chunder Mitter v, Anath Nath Dey • 

Kirty Churn Mitter v. Aunath Nath Deb . 

Kisaudas Budhmal v. Halpin . • . . 

Kisandas Hajarimal v, Gulabchand • 

Kisandram valad Hira Chand v, Jethiram valad 
Magniram. 

Kisan Nandram v. Anandaram Bachaji . • 

Kisansing Jivansing v. Moreshwar Vishnu 

Kisara Rukkumina Rau v. Cripati Viyanna Dikshatulu 

Kishen Bullubh Mahta v. Belasoo Commur 

Kishen Buttee Misrain v, Hickey 

Kishenbutty Misrain v. Roberts . . • 

Kishen Chand v, Kour Askunder Gir 

• V. Secretary of State for India 

v, Sheo Baram Rai . • • 

V, Kishen Lall . . • 

Kishen Chunder v. Chundrabolly Dosseo 
Kishen Chunder Doss v. Buratee Sheikh 
Kishen Chunder Gaen v. Sreeshtee Dhur Khattah 
Kishen Chunder Ghose v, Ashoorun . . • 

• — — V. Muddun Mohun Mozoomdar 

^ V. Nundkishore Singh 

Kishen Chunder Putronovis v. Tara Monee Chowdhrain 
Kishen Chunder Roy v. Ramkanaye Doss . 

Kishen Chunder Shaha v, Hookoom Chand Shaha 
Kishen Coomaree Bibee v, Golab Coomaree Bibce • 

Kishendatt Ram v, Mumtaz Ali Khan 

Kishen Dhun Audhicaree v. Campbell • 

Kishen Dhun Nundee v, Bhookto Polly 
Kishendhun Surmah v. Ramdhun Chatterjee . 
Kishen Doss ^>. Hurry Jeebuu Doss . • 

Kishen Dutt Ram Panday v. Narendar Bahadoor Singh 
Kishen Dyal Singh v, Monohur Lall , • . 

— v» Sunkar Dutt • 

Kishen Geer v. Busgeet Roy , • . . 

Kishen Gopal Mawar «>. Barnes 

Kishen Kaminee Chowdhrain v, Mohima Chunder Roy 
Kishen Kinkur Ghose v. Borodo Kanth Roy • 

v» Buroda Kant Roy . 

Kishen Komul Singh v. Janokee Dassee • • 

Kishen Koomar Mitter v. Mohesh Chunder Banerjee 
Kishen Koomar Moitro v, Stevenson . • • 

Kishen Lai v. Kinlock 

Kishen Lall Chowdhry v, Chunder Coomar Roy . 


• 

13C.L. R.,263 . 

4141, 6084 


I. L. R., 4 Calc., 336 : 3 C. L. 7 
R., 546. j 

1117 

ih 

W. R., F. B., 129 

43,4745 

• 

I. L. R., lOCalc., 523 . 

238 

• 

7 B. L. R.. 29, note 

6528 


22W. R.,273 

4804 

{ 

I.L. R., 10 Calc.. 97: 13 C. } 
L. R., 249. j 

3554, 6001 


I. L. R., 8 Calc,, 757: 11C.7 
L. R., 95. 3 

6092 


I. L. R., 10 Bom., 218 . 

6662 


I. L. R., 8 Bom., 494 . 

1134 


5 Bom., A. C., 57 

6748 

10 Bom., 433 

812 


I.L. R., 7 Bom., 91 . .. 

2384 


1 Mad., 369 ... 

2701, 4441 


3 W. R., 230 .. . 

4002 


IlWR., 406 

4939 


16 W. R.. 287 

647, 3337 


1 N. W., 95 : Ed 1873, 185 . 

3495 


I. L. R , 3 AIL, 829 

6219 


7 N. W., 121 .. . 

4603 


2 Agra, 123 

2818 


2 Hay, 180 

248 


2 W.‘R.. Act X, 36 

4163 


8 W. R., 208 .. . 

244 


Marsh., 647 • . 

6383 


7 W. R., 365 .. . 

6361 


Marsh., 651 . • 

3900 

1 

3 W. R., 4 . 

194 


1 Ind. J ur., 0. S., 23 . 

3113 


W. R., 1864, 47 . 

4164 


16W. R.,477 . 

3777 

( 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 198:5 0.^-) 

3961 

1 

R.,213:L. R., 6 1. A., 145. i 


W. R., F. B.,22: lInd.Jur., 

0. S., 79. 

3015 


9 W. R., 461 

4996 


6 W. R., 235 

2019 


10 W. R., 324 . 

2971 


L. R., 3 I. A., 85 . 

4186, 4221 


2 Hay, 381 . 

4143 


2 W. R., Mis., 15 

1400 


14 W. R., 379 . 

1601, 2490 


1. L. R. , 2 Calc., 374 . 

‘571 


Marsh., 339: 2 Hay. 459 

1144 


Marsh., 533 : 2 Hay, 656 

2706, 2815 


8 W. R., 470 

1450, 1883 
3509,3543 


1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 23 > W. R., 

F. B., 3. j 

2367 


W. R., 1864, Act X, 3 . 

4936 


2W. R., 141 

1675 


1. L. R., 3 All.,712 . 

3347 


W. R., 1864, 152 

4277 


10 G 



6516 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Kame of Case. 


Kislien Moliun Ghoso v, Eshan Chunder Mitter • • 

Kishen Mohun Jush v, Chunder Kant Chuckerbutty 
Kishen Mobun Koond v, Muddun Mohun Tewaree 
Eisbeu Mobun Mitter v, Kbettermonee Dassec • 

Kishen Mobun Mookerjee v. Kajoo Dey . • j 

Kislien Mobun Shaba v. Ram Chunder Dey 
Kisbenmonee Dabee v, Anund Nath Roy 
Kishen Moneo Debia v, Kasbee Soonduree Debia • 
Kishen Persbad Singh v, Crowdy .... 

■ ■ ■ V, Mohun Singh 

Kishen Pertab Sabee Bahadoor v, Lalla Nund Coomar^ 
Singh Parray. ^ j 

Kishen Prosunno Mojomdar v, Nurduma Dossee • 
Kishen Sahai v. Collector of Allahabad 
Kishen Sarup v, Desraj ...... 

Kishen Singh v. Dabeer Singh 

Kishen Soonder Bhuttacharjeo. In the matter of 


Kishen Soonder Roy v. Prosunno Nath Bhuttacharjee . 
Kishen Soondur o. Fukeeroodeen Mahomed . 

Kishen Sunkur Dutt v. Mohamya Dossee 

Kishnanand v, Partab Narain Singh . . . | 

Kishna Ram v» Hingu Lai 

■ — — V, Narsing Sevak 

Kishnee Khealee Ram 

Kishorbhai Gallabhai v. Jorabhai Daji 
Kishorchand Champa Lai v. Madhowji Visram . • 

Kishore Bon Mohunt v. Kaleo Churn Giree 
Kishore Bullubh Mitter v, Bistoo Chunder Ghoso 
Kishore Chunder Sein w. Kally Kinkur Paul Chowdhry . 
Kishore Doss v. Pui-sun Mahtoon . , - . 

Kishoree v. Jey Kishore Dass 

Kishoree Debia v, J ugunnath Acharjee 

Kishoree Lai v, Luchmun Doss 

Kishoree Lall v, Enaeth Hossein Khan . • | 

Kishoree Lall Roy v, Gokool Monee Chowdhrain . 
Kishoree Lall Sircar- In the matter of . . . 

Kishoree Mohun Bose v. Gour Monee Dossee 
Kishoree Mohun Roy. In the matter of the petition of 
Kishore Sahai v, Mungeri Sahai . . . . 

Kishore Singh v. Gobind Singh . • • . • 

■ ■ ■■■ V, Gunncsh Mookerjee • 

» ■■ ■ ■ V, Pookhun Singh . . • • 

Kishori Lai Roy v. Sharut Chunder Mozoomdar . 

Kishori Mohun Ghose v, Moni Mohun Ghose 
Kishori Mohun Rai v, Hiirsook Dass . 

Kishory Mohun Pramanick. In the matter of the peti- 
tion of. 

Kishto Coomer Singh v. Chowdree Beeraj Singh • 
Kishto Soondery Debea v, Kishtomotee 
Kishub Chunder Paul Chowdhry v. Khehit Chunder Ghose 
Kishub Chunder Shaba v, Brommo Moyee Dabea . 
Kishun Mohun Singh v, Toolseo Singh 




Column 

Volume and Page. 


of 

DigcBt. 

4 W. R., Act X, 36 


1603 

6 W. R., Mis., 49 


3614 

6 W. R., 32 

• • 

3167, 3192 

2 Hay, 196 . 

• 

6155 

13 B. L. R.,245, note: 
R„ 234. 

19 W.| 

6114 

3 W. R , 28 


6149 

W. R., F. B., 112 


2266 

W. R., F. B., 106 


2146 

23W. R., 16 


3843 

15 W. R., 420 . 


4169 

25 W. R., 388 . 


3952 

17 W. R., 339 . 


5467 

I. L. R., 4 All., 137 


1872, 3486 

7 N. W., 179 


1169 

2 Agra, 272 


4301 

12 W. R., Cr., 47 


5150,6160 

5562 

W. R., 1864, 208 

• , 

811 

W. R., 1864, 61 . 

. , 

3253 

W. R., 1864, 210 

, , 

2111 

1. L. R., 10 Calc., 785: 

L.R.,-) 

2699, 3336 

11 1. A., 88. 

j 

3843 

I. L. R., 4 All., 237 


216 

I. L. R., 3 AIL, 856 


232 

2 N. W„ 424 


2487 

7 Bom., A. C.. 56 


4820 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 407 


1209, 5608 

22 W. R., 364 . 


108 

12 W. R., 188 . 


2979 

20 W. R., 333 


5334 

20 W. R., 171 . 


1744 

3 Agra, 46 , 


6210 

9 W. R., 269 


5799 

2 N. W., 147 


6019 

1 N. W., Pt. II, p. 11 
1873. 71. 

Ed. j 

3768 

16 W. R., 281 . 

• • 

1985 

14 W. R., 217 . 

• • 

4442 

15 W. R., 198 

• • 

4338 

19 W. R., Cr., 10 


4488 

16 W. R., Cr., 48 


980 

24 W. R., 33 

• « 

4467 

9 W. R., 252 

• « 

2767. 5700 

10 W. R., 432 . 

• • 

295 

I. L. K., 8 Cale., 693 : 10 C. L. 1 
E., 359. j 

1233 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 165 

• • 

2469, 2538 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 696 

• • 

902 

23W. R., Cr., 6 . 

• • 

5495 

2 Hay, 369. 

• • 

3894 

Marsh., 367 : 2 Hay, 405 

2269 

9 W. R., 361 

, , 

1932 

1 W. R., 35 

, , 

5748 

2 N. W., 102 

. 

540 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6517 


Name of Cose. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest*. 


Kishun Pershad v» Bhawanee Deen .... 
Kishun Sahai v, Raghoo Singh . . . . . 

Kissen Bullub Mahatab v. Roghoonundun Thakoor 

Kissen Chand Golacha v, Megraj Kuturia Roy . ^ 

Kissen Kaminee Dossee v. Ram Chunder Mitter . 
Kissen Lala v, Javalla Prasad Lala . . . . 

Kissiionund Ashrom Dundy v. Nursingh Doss Byragee . 
Kissoreemobun Chatterjee v, Konnoy Loll Dutt . 
Kissorymohun Roy v, Rajnarain Sen . • • • 

Kissorynath Chowdhry v, Hurro Kant Chowdhry • 

Kissun Sing v, Sturt ...... 

Kissur Chuud w. Bhoobunessur Chunder 
Kistnasamy Pillay v. Municipal Commissioners for the 1 
Town of Madras. J 

Kisto Churn Chuckerbutty v, Muggun Chuckerbutiy 
Kisto Churn Mojoomdar v, Dwarka Nath Biswas 
Kisto Coomar Chowdhry v. Anundmoyee Chowdhrain . 

— V. Gobind Coomar. 

Kistodhone Dutt v. Nilmoney Singh ... 

Kisto Dhone Gangooly v. Rabutty Dassee . • 

Kisto Kalee Moonshee v, Agemona Bewa • 
Kistokaminy Dossee v, Mirtoonjoy Dutt • . • 

Kisto Kant Bural v. Nistarinee Debia 


Kistokinker Ghose Roy v, Burrodacaunt Singh Roy | 

Kisto Kishore Ghose v. Soorjonath Sircar . ♦ • 

Kisto Kishore Poddar v, Koylash Chunder Mookerjeo . 
Kisto Kishore Roy v, Issur Chunder Roy . 

Kisto Lall Gossain v. Joy Gopal Bysack • • 

Kisto Mohun Kurmokar v. Noyan Tara Dossee 
Kistomohun Mookerjoe v, Adarmoney Dabee . • 

V, Jugguruath Roy Joogee . 

Kistomonee Chowdhry v. Sibchunder Chowdhry . 
Kistomonee Debia v. Anund Nath Roy . • • 


Kisto Moyee Dossee v. Prosunno Narain Chowdhry 
Kisto Persad Dutt v. Cowie .... 

Kistoram Mohara v, Anis .... 

Kittappa v. Soman na ..... 

Knowles v. National Bank of India 
Kobeerooddeen Ahmed v. Nyan Bebee . • 

Kodoo Mundul v. Shushee Shikhur Sircar . 
Kodrutoollab v. Moburee Sbaha ... 
Kodutbi V, Madu ...... 

Koegler v. Coringa Oil Company 
‘ Prosonno Coomar Chatterjee 

»' — V. Yule 

Koh Poh V, Moung Tay .... 

Ko Htaw Ah V. Nan Karay Pliaw 

Koibutoollab v. Motee Peshakur 
Kqji liam v. Ishar Das ..... 
Kojiyadu v. Lakshmi ..... 
Kokilmoni Dassia v, Manick Chandra Joaddar 
Kokil Singh v, Duli Chund .... 


Agra, F. B„ 47 : Ed. 1874, 35 

6096 

2 N. W., 64 


6079 

6 W. R., 305 


32^2 

12 B. L. It., 446, note: 12 1 
W. It., 460. S 

4402 

12 W. R., 13 


327 

3 Mad., 346 


2294 

Marsh., 485 


3429, 4968 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 247 . 


2()44 

1 Hvde, 263 


1160 

2 W". R., 183 


1169 

5 Mad., 471 


5659 

Bourke, 0. C., 25 : Cor., 161 


6583 

4 Mud., 120 • 


6607 

10 W. R., 491 . 


4912 

10 W. R., 32 


6783, 6201 

6 W. R., Mis., 128 


5747 

W. R., 1864, 133 . 


6784 

Cor., 3 . . . 


751 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 324 • 


5392 

15 W. R., 170 . 


4788 

11 B. L. R., Ap., 35 . 


1205 

8 W. R., 268 


3496, 3526 

10 B. L. R., 101 : 17 W. R., 


1450, 1883 

292 ; 14 Moore’s 1. A., 405. 


3609, 3542 

10 W. R., 364 


1934 

12 W. H.,128 


1137 

16 W. H., 166 


94 

21 W. R., 185 


2647 

10 W. R., 389 


331 

2 Hyde, 88 • 


4236 

11 W. R., 236 . 


1378, 6071 

Marsh., 196 : 1 Hay, 473 


3417 

W. R., F. B.. 112 


2146 

12 W. R., 139 . 


3566 

6 W. R., 304 


2616 

W. R., 1864, 315 


6730 

20 W. R., Cr., 47 


1636 

6 Mad., 51 . 


3202 

2 B. L. R., 0. C., 168 . 


5638 

8 W. R., 354 


2736, 4192 

16 W. R., 227 . 


5703 

9 W. R., 537 


3707 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 321 . 


2524 

I. L. R , 1 Calc , 42 


1113 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 472 . 

5B. L. R., 401:14 W.R,0. 


4276 

2998 

C., 45. 


10 W. R., 143 

, 

5125 

I. L. R.. 13 Calc., 124 : L. R., 
13 I. A., 48. 


6617 

13 W. R., 276 . 

. 

1363 

1. L. R., 8 All., 273 

, 

3296 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 149 . 

, 

2341, 2524 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 791 . 


3401 

6 C. L. R., 243 . 


3923 


10 



651S 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Kokya Dine. In the matter of • 

Ko !Kywetnee v. Ko Koung Bane 
Kola Aheer v, Sajna Ahi^ur . 

Kolai Bam v. Pali Bam .... 

Kolandai Mndali Sankara Bharadhi 
Kolasherri lllath Naranian v, Kolasherri Illath Nila- 
kandan Nambudri. 

Kolashun Bibee v, Didar Buksh 

Koleomooddeen Mundul v. Keerun Mandul . 

KoIIany Koer v, Luchmee Persliad . 

Kolia Subramaniam Cbetti v. Thellauayakulu Subra- 
maniam Chetti. 

Kolluri Nagabhashanam v, Ammanna 
Kollu Shettfiti V. Maujaya . . 

Koloo Misr v. Bhyro Kulwar 

Komaloodeen Sheikh v. Collector of Midnaporo 

Koraathi w. Gurunada Pillai 

Komireddi Varaha Narasimham v, Chevala Kamasami 
Nayndu. 

Komlakant Deghal. In the matter of the petition of 
Komlakant Doss v. Pogose .... 

Komola Kaminy Debia v, Lokenath Kur 

Komolakant Biswas. In the matter of . . , 

Komola Kant Chuckerbutty v. Nurro Singho Singh 
Komolapershad Narain Singh v. Nokh Lall Sahoo 

KomoUochun Dutt Nilruttun Mundle . . ■ 

Komul Chunder Sen v. Surbessur Doss Goopto 
Komul Kishen Surkhul v. Bissonath Chuckerbutty ‘ 

Komul Kristo Bonick. lu the matter of . 

Komul Lochun Bhadoory. In re 

Komul Lochun Dass v. Dwarkanath Chowdhry 

Komul Lochun Boy v. Zumeerooddeen Sirdar 

Komulmonee Dossee v. Albadinonee Dosseo 

Komul Sangath v, Bomanath Gossamee 

Komurooddeen v, Monye Mundle 

Konapa bin Mahadapa v. Janardan Sukdcv 

Konaram Gaonburah v. Dhatoaram Thakoor 

Kondadu v. Bamudu 

Kondaji Bagaji v. Anan . • . . . 

Kondappa Naik v. Annamalay Chetty 
Kondaraju Venkata Subbaiya v. Bama Krishnamma 
alias Urupkristnaiya. 

Kondasawmy Pillay v. Kristna Swamy Pillay 
Kondayya v, Guruvappa ..... 
Kondayya Gaundan v. Ramasvami Gaundan 
Kondi Menon v, Sranginreagatta Ahammada 
Kopdi Munisami Chetti v. Dakshanamurthi Pillai 
Kondoli Tea Company. In re . 

Koner Manohar Mahajan Ambekar v. Naro Hari Das- 
putre. 

Konen’av v, Gurrav .... 



Volume and Page. 


of 



Digest. 


2B. L. B., A. a, 79; 

. K., 417. 

10 vv. 

6199 


5 W. R., 189 


2316 


3 N. W., 105 


6680 


I. L. R., 7 AIL, 765 


1494 


I. L. B., 6 Mad., 302 

. 

4392 

■) 

I. L. E.,4 Mad., 131 

• 

293, 1437 
6954 


24 W. R., Cr., 44 


8699 

• 

24 W. B., 186 . 

• 

6782 

. 

24 W. R., 395 . 


2266 

i 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 124 


2547, 3400 


I. L. R., 3 Mad., 71 


4838 


I. L. R., 9 Mad., 454 


786 


2 N. W., 258 


2976 


11 W. R., 233 . 


4054 


3 Mad., 114. 


2853 

j 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 136 


3590 


11 W. R., 127 . 


4445 

, 

2 W. R., Act X, 65 


8 

c 

I. L.B., 8 Calc., 825, note 

4876 

1 

C. L. R., 183. 



4 C. L. R., 401 . 


4664 


25 W. R., 536 . 


6348 


6 W. R., 30 . 

, 

1038 


I. L. R., 4 Calc., 360 

:4 

4669 

i 

L. R., 175. 



21W. R., 298 


1477, 1899 


B. L. R., Sup. Vol., Ap. 

3:W.^ 

66 

1 

R., P. B., 128. 


12 G. L. R., 231 . 

• 

4105, 4360 


2 Hay, 674 

• 

3847 


10 W. R., 254 . 


6232 


7 W. R., 417 


1614 


1 W. B., 266 


2207 


21 W. R., 332 . 


3045 


16 W. R., 220 . 


136 


11 Bom., 193 


6379 

{ 

1. L. R., 6 Calc., 196 ; 
R., 47. 

70. 

5177, 6183 


I. L. R., 8 Mad., 294 


101 


I. L. R., 7 Bom., 448 


2797 

• 

4 Mad., 396 


3579 

j 

4 Mad., 75 • 


3493 


6 Mad., 189 


1897 


I. L. R., 5 Mad., 139 


4835 


1 Mad., 130 


4531 


1 Mad., 248 


3758 


I. L. R., 5 Mad., 371 


6302 


1. L. R., 13 Calc., 43 


6857 

] 

1 Bom., 167 


3976 


i. L. R., 5 Bom., 689 


2471,6001 



TABJiE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6519 


Name of Case. 


Koni Cbetty v, Veriappa Chetti . . . . 

Konnapalen Uthatchadayan Haje v, Perotta Melodon ' 
Earaen Nambiar. 

Konoy Loll Doss. In re . • • . • 

Koobir Sirdar v, Qoluck Chundei* CbuckerT)utty • 

Koob Lall Chowdbry v, Nittyanund Singh 

Koobur Khansama v, Jan Khansama . 

Koodee Monee Dabea v, Taracband Clmckerbutty 
Koodrut Ali v. Gholam Ali «... 

Kooerya v. Doorga Pershad .... 

Kookor Sing. In the matter of . • . 

Kooladapershad IVIisrco v. Goura Cband Misree 
Kool Chunder Chuckerbutty v. Kumul Cliunder Hoy 

Kool Chunder Surmab v. Ramjoy Surmona 

Kooldebnarain Sbabee v, Wooraa Coomareo 
Kooldeb Singh v, Juggunath Singh . . . 

Kooldeep Kooer v. Runjeet Singh 

Kooldecp Naraiu Singh v. Government of India . 

- V. Luckhun Sing 
• V, Mohadeo Singh 

Kooldeepnarain Singh v, Rnmmon Singh . 

Kooldeep Singh v. Ram Been Singh . 

Koolsun Bibee v. Edoo ..... 
Koomaree Dabce v. Greesh Chunder Lahoory , 
Kooniareo Dassee v. Baraa Soonderee Dassee 
Koomarnarain Roy v. Superintendent of Salt Chowkey,') 
J ullessur. j 

Koomoerunnissa Begum v, Hunooman Doss 

Koomkumin v. Michael ...... 

Koomodinec Debia v. Poornoo Chunder Mookerjee 
Koomodinee Kant Banerjee Chowdhry v. lluree Churn' 
Tupadar. J 


Koomud Chunder Roy v. Seetakanth Roy , 

Koonari Bibi v, Dalim Bibi 
Koondan Lall v, Jahana .... 
Koondo Nath Surma Gossamoe v, Dheer Chund 
ma Odhikar Gossamee. 

Koondun Lai v. Himmut Singh 
V. Wazeer Ah 

Koondun Lall v, Makhun Lall . . • 

‘ V. Noor Ali 
V. Ram Rucha Sing 

Koon| Beharee Dutt v, Khetturnath Dutt • 
Koonj Beharee Ghur. In the matter of 
Koonj Beharee Lall v, Girdharee Lall 
Koonj Beharee Pattuck v. Gyadeen Pattuck 
Koonj Beharee Rau v, Bukshee Luchmun Doss 


Volume and Pago. 


Of 


Digest. 

. 4 Mad., 325 


1083 

4 Mad., 422 

< 

998 

. Bourke, 0. C., 61 , 


5898 

. 3 W. R., Act X, 126 . 


1635 

( I. L. R., 9 Calc., 839 : 12 C. 

1 L. R., 393. 

4806, 6153 

. 8W. R.,467 

, 

6100 

. 2 W. R., 134 


2420 

. 3 Agra, 71 . 

, 

5223 

. 2N. W., 139 

, 

3009 

. 1 C. L. R., 130 . 


6543 

. 17W. R., 353 . 


877 

. 6 W. R., Mis., 17 

. 

3492 

. IOW.R.,8 


329. 2199 
4156 

. Marsh., 357 : 2 Hay, 370 

, 

2266, 2536 

. 2 W. R., Mis., 19 

. 

220 

. 24W. R., 231 . 

. 

2178 

f 11 B.L. R., 71 : 14 Moore’s) 

1 I. A., 247. i 

2036 

B. L. R., Snp. Tol., 917 : 

9) 

6730 

W. R., 218. 

1 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 659 : 
W. R., 199. 


2036 

. 22 W. R., 278 . 


5766 

. 24W. R., 198 . 


3717 

. 25 W. R , Cr., 35 . 


1339 

. Marsh., 200: 1 Hay, 583 


414 

, 10 W. R., 2G2 . 


1381 

1 1 Hay, 247 


5494 

J 

. Marsh., 122 

< 

\ 

1204, 2981 

3835 

. Bourke, 0. C., 259 

. 

421 

. low. R.. 301 

. 

1748 

'] 24W.R., 190 . 

. 

1625 

f I. L. R., 5 Calc.,498: 6 C.) 

5814 

1 L. R., 264. 

> 

. W. R., F. B.,75 . 


2284, 2302 
2308 

. I. L. R., 11 Calc., 14 . 


3695 

. 1 Agra, 17 . 

. 

4612 

20 'W. R., 345 . 

• 

1441, 1740 

. 3 N. W., 80 


4034 


3 N. W., 205 
IN. W., 168: Ed 

10 W. R„3 
14 W. R., 465 
8 W. R., 270 

11 W. R., 171 
22 W. R., 484 
11 W. R., 361 
19 W. R., 188 


3892 
329, 4797 
4800, 4806 
5589. 
1908 
2362 

5508,5943 
1879, 3526 
2343' 
4192 



6620 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGESUT. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 

I, L. R., 6 Calc., 684 : 6 0.7 

2506 

L. R., 561. j 

8W. R.,285 

4913 

16 W. R., Cr., 43 . 

4727- 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 616 . 

682 

2 Agra, 244 

3380 

Asra, F. B., 119: Ed. 1874, 89 

3iX)2 

1 W. R., 155 .. . 

4169 

14 W. R., Cr., 29 

KK) 

14 W. R., Or., 29 

100 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 460: 12 0.7 

4245 

L. R., 65. i 

4 C. L. U., 296 . 

5612 

22 W. R., 398 .. . 

658 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 216 . 

4468 

26W. R., 361 . 

6841 

16W. R., 206 . 

5313 

3 Agra, 297 . . • 

5627 

3N:W., 322 

3029 

2 Agra, Mis., 2 . . 

4583 

6 W. R., Mis., 52 . 

436 

W. R., 1804, 267 . 

1993 

23 W. R., 346 . 

77 

13 W. R., 85 . . . 

485 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 440 . 

6820 

24 W. R., Cr., 71 

4750 

14W. R.,Cr.,3 • 

6027 

20W. R.,287 . 

5286 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 374 . 

4385 

6W. R., 34 

413 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 160 . 

974 

4W. R.,4 . 

2772 


Koonjbehari Dhur v, Premchand Dutt . . ^ 

Koonj Behary Awnstee v, Tarinee Kant Laboree 
Koonjbehary Chowdhry v. Eknath Gurain . 

Koonj Beliary Chowdhry v. Gocool Chunder Cliowdhry , 
Koonj Behary Lall v. Rajnarain .... 
Koonj Behary Patuck v, Shiva Baluk Singh 
Koonj o Behary Banerjee v, Eoy Mothooranath Chow- > 
dhry. i 

Koonjobehary Lall w. Doomney . • . . . 

V, Rugboo Nath Dome . 

Koonjobehary Roy Poorno Chunder Chatterjee ^ 

Koonjo Behaiy Singh v, Nilmoney Singh Deo , , 

Koonjo Lall Mundul v. Dabee Pershad Tewaree • , 

Koonjo Mohun Dass v. Nobo Cooraar Shaba 
Koonjo Mohun Doss v. Krishna Chunder Shaba • 
Koontee Debee v, Hirdoy Nath Durreepa . 

Koonwer Singh v, Shib Dyal . . . . , 

Koora v. Dick 

■ V, Robinson 

Kooranee Bibee v. Bhubun Mohinee Dossee . , 

Kooroonamoye Chowdhrain v. Joy Sunker Chowdhry . 
Koosoom Kaminee Debee v, Chunder Kant Mookerjee • 
Koosumba v. Tufuzzul Hossein . 

Kopasan v, Shamu . 

Kopil Dolai v. Kanhai Jenna 
Kopilnath Sabi v, Koneeram 
Kopil Pooreo v, Manick Sahoo . 

Koraga v. Queen 

Koraj Koonwar v. Komal Koonwar 
Korapulu v, Monappa 
Korban AU v, Ashan Ali . 

Korban Ali Mirdha v, Pitumbari Dasi 

Korban Ally Mirdha v. Sharoda Prftshad Aich 

Koreem Bux v. Hoormut ...... 

. - - - V. Nomeero 

Koromali v. Amir Ali ...... 

Koroonamoyee Debia v, Nubokishen Mookei-jee • 

11 , Ooma Churn Deb . 

Koroonamoyee Dossee v. Nubo Kishore Sein 

V. Shib Chunder Dey 

Kosala Rama Pillai v. Saluckai Tevar alias Ojya Tevar . 

Ko Shoay Doon v. Shoay-Gan . . . . | 

Kossella Koer v, Beharee Patuck .... 
Kota. In re » 

Kotamarti Sitarammayya v, Kotamarti Vardhanamma . 
Kota Muthanna Chetti v. Alibeg Sahib 
Kotarbasapa v. Chanverova ..... 
Kota Seetamma v. Kollipurla Soobbiah • 

Kotha Subba Chetti v. Queen ..... 

Kotoo V, Ko Pay Yah 


13C.L. R.,256 . 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 82 

20 W. R., Cr., 60 
20 W. R., 349 
3 C. L. R., 166 

11 W. R., 18 

12 W. R., 465 
6 W. R., Mis., 36 . 

6 W. R., Act X, 60 
8 Mad.. 189 . 

6B. L. R., 196: 14 W. 

331. 

12 W. R.. 70 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 134 

7 Mad., 351 . 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 174 
10 Bom., 403 

8 Mad., 81 . 

1. L. R., 6 Mad., 252 

6 W. R., 256 


R., 


4767,4769 

6889 

4767, 4769 
5889 
972 
5702 

3718, 3725 
763 
6532 
769 
1603 

1400, 2236 
6722 

1202, 2753 
6091 
1235 
1412 
4836 
2611 

384, 6220 

1268, 1965 

1074, 2685 
2710 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6521 


Name of Case. 


Kottalanada v» Muthaya 

Kottala Uppi v» Shangara Varma .... 

Kottale Uppi v Kalliyatt Panoli Kunni Kutti 
Kottal Uppi V, Edavalath Thathan Nambudiri 
Kottam Zamindar v, Pittapur Zamindar . . • 

Kotta Ramasami Cbetti v. Banf^ariSeshamaNayanivaru 
Kotun Ram Doss v. Collector of Sylhet . . 

Koula Put V, Maharaj Doobey ..... 
Kowlbas Koor. In re . 

Kowsulliah Eundari Dasi v, Mukta Sundari Dasi . 
Kowsullya Dossee v. Ram Jugjj^urnath I)ey Sircar 
Koyilotbputenpurayil Manoki Koran Nayar v, Puthen') 
Purayil Manoki Chanda Nayar. j 

Koylas Chunder Shaw v, Muddoosoodun Chowdlury 

Koylash Bashiny Dossee v. Gocoolmoni Dossee . ^ 

Koylash Chunder Banerjee y. Kaleeprosunno Chowdhry 
Koylash Chunder Biswas v. Bissesuree Dossee 
Koylash Chunder Bose v, Anarullah Sheikh 
Koylash Chunder Dass. In the matter of the petition ■) 


Koylash Chunder Dass v, Boykoonto Nath Chundra 

Koylash Chunder Dey v. Joy Narain Jalooah 
Koylash Chunder Doss v, Tariney Churn Singhee . 
Koylash Chunder Dutt v, Jubur Ali . 

Koylash Chunder Ghoso v, Ashruf Ali . . 

V. Khettermonee Dossee • 

— ■ - ■■■■ V, Raj Chunder Banerjee 

■■ ■ - ' " ' V, Sonatun Chung Barooio 

Koylash Chunder Koosari v. Ram Lall Nag . 

Koylash Chunder Paul Chowdhry v, Preonath Roy 
Chowdhry. 

Koylash Chunder Roy v. Ellis .... 
Koylash Chunder Sen v. Koylash Chunder Chakrabarti 
Koylashessur Bose v, Narainee Dossee 
Koylash Nath Haidar v, Ooraanath Roy Chowdhry 
Koylashnauth Chowdhry. In the matter of • 
Koylashnauth Chund v. Monmohiney Dossee 
Koylashnauth Roy v. Bodun Mouee Dabea . 

Koylasnath Doss v. Gyamonee Dossee 
Koylas Nath Ghose v, Nitya Shama Dasseo . 
Kripamoyce Debia v, Dropudee Chowdhrain 

— • — V. Roraanath Chowdhry • 

Kripa Moyee Dossee v, Poonin Chunder Roy 
Kripa Nath Chakee v. Dyal Chand Pal 
Kripanath Mojoomdar v. Saroda Chowdhrain 
Kripanath Sunna v, Nritokalee Dabee 
Kripanath Tullapattur v, Bhashaye Mollah . 

Kriparam v, Bhagwan Dass . . . . ; 

Kripomoyee Debia v. Grish Chunder Lahoree 
Kriahendro Roy Chowdry Digumburee Debia ^ 
Chowdhrain. ) 


Krishen Kishore Chund v. Mahomed Zukahoollah 



Column 

Volume and Pago. 

of 

Digost. 

I. L. R., 9 Mad.. 374 . 

961 

3 Mad,, 161 . . 

4945 

lMad.,7 .... 

5173 

6 Mad., 258. 

3027 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 171 . 

665 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 145 

2331,2386 

22 W. R., 623 . 

3074 

1 Agra, 278 ... 

4540 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 60 

3564 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 588 . 

137 

8 W. R., 162 .. . 

2735 

3 Mad., 294 

3758, 6134 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 12 . 

355 

1. L. R., 8 Calc., 230 : 10 C. ■> 

3375, 4206 

L. R., 41. ) 

5354 

16 W. R., 80 . . . 

4601, 6334 

10 W. R., 408 .. . 

3040 

9C.L. B.,467 . 

2025, 5815 

20 W. R., Cr., 78 . .* . 

6065 

I. L. R.,3Calc., 019:2C,L.) 
R.; 167. i 

3312 

7W. R.,93. 

4925 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 588 . 

5807 

22W. R.,29 

5342 

22W.R., 101 . 

2801 

2 W. R., Act X, 67 

1702 

12 W. R., 180 .. . 

5985 

1. L. R., 7 Calc., 132: 8 C. L. ^ 
R., 281. ) 

3233 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 206 . 

6734 

L L. R., 4 Calc., 610 : 3 C. L. 
R., 25. j 

3267 

8 W. R., 45 . 

4403 

I. L. R., 10 Calc.. 1057 

900 

10 W. R., 303 . 

2379 

11 W. R., 170 . 

1753 

16 W. R., Cr., 41 

3882 

Marsh., 276 . 

336 

2 Hay, 386 .... 

4428 

W. R., 1864, 314 . 

2333 

15W. R., 449 . 

3637 

24W. R.,213 . 

583 

2 W. R., P. C., 1 . 

1724, 4660 

IIW.R.,403 . 

3496 

22 W. R., 169 . 

6197 

IW.R.,283 

t 6789 . 

12W. R., 137 . 

1393 

6W.R., 105 

1504 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 68 : 10 W. ' 
R., 100. 

5027 

8 Moore s I. A., 467 

1725, 4650 

16W. R., 15 

2774 

Agra. P. B., 148: Ed. 1874,) 
111. 

4812,4848 



6522 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pagre. 


Column 

of 

Dif^est. 


Krishna v, Nanu 
— V. Rayappa Shanbhaga . 

■■ — V. Reade • 

■ " V. Sami 

■ V. Subhanna 

V, Venkata Sami . 

Krishna Aiyan v, Anantarama Aiyan 
Krishnabai v. Sonubai 

Krbhna Behari Roy v, Brojeswari Chowdhranee 
' V, Bunwari Lall Roy . . 

Krisbnabhat bin Hiragange v, Kapabhat bin 
Mahalbhat. j 

Krishna Chandra Chuckerbutty v, Krishna Chandra 
Banik. 3 

Krishna Chandra Das v, Mahomed Afzal • . ^ 

Krishna Chandra Sandyal Chowdhry v. Harish Chandra ■) 
Chowdhry. • j 

Krishna Chandra Shaha v, Omed Ali . 

Krishna Chetty t?. Rami Chetty ; . . . 

Krishna Chnrn Baisack v. Protab Chunder Surma 
Krishna Deb v. Woopendra Krishna Deb 
Krishna Devu Garu v* Ramcbandra Devu Maharajulu ^ 
Garu. j 

Krishna Dhono Dutt v» Troilokia Nath Biswas 
Krishnadhun Chowdhry v, Hur Coomary Chowdhrain . 
Krishna Ghose v. Ram Narain Mohapattur , , . 

Krishna Gobind Dhur v. Hari Churn Dhur • ^ 

Krishna Gopal Ghosc v. Hurry Nath Dutt . . 

Krishnaji alias Babaji Keshav v, Ravji Sadashiv • 
Krishnaji Kesava Pundit v, Subbayara Takker . 
Krishnaji Lakshman Rajvade v, Sitaram MurarraV) 
Jakhi. j 

Krishnaji Narayan v, Govind Bhaskar 

Krishnaji Nimkar v. Vishnu Nirakar • 

Krishnaji Raghunath v, Anandrav Ballal Kolhalkar 
Krishnaji Ravji v, Ganesh Bapuji 
Krishnaji Ravji Godbole v, Ramcbandra Sadashiv 
Krishnaji Vishvanath Joshi v, Mukund Chimanshet 
Krishnaji Vithal v, Bhaskar Rangnath • 

Krishnaji Vyanktesh v. Pandurang . 

Krishna Karnal Sing v. Him Sirdar . 

Krishnakanta Paramanik v. Bidya Sundaree Oasi 
Krishna Kinkur Roy v. Madhub Chunder Chuckerbutty 
Krishna Kishore Poddar v, Kailas Chandra Mookerjee . 

Krishna Kishore Shaha v, Bireshur Mozoomdar . 

Krishna Kishore Poddar v» Woomesh Chunder Roy 

Krishna Lall Dutt v» Radha Krishna Surkhel 
Krishnama v, Krishnasami .... 

— — V. Perumal ..... 


1. L. R., 8 Mad.; 484 . 

3769 

4 Mad., 98 . . 

1577, 2215 
4575 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 31 

4063 

T. L. R., 9 Mad., 64 

2336 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 664 

2374, 2472 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 164 

3693 

2 Mad., 330 . 

6263 

2 Bom.. 327 : 2nd Ed., 310 

4257 

L. R., 2 1. A., 283 

6027 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 144 : 26 W. 
R., 1. 

6027 

6 Bom., A. C., 137 

3 B. L. R., A. a, 211 . 

1 B. L, R., A. C., 11 : 10 W. 

3362 

6280 

3280 

R., 61. 

8 R L. R., 524 . 

3436, 4253 
6629 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 31 

3530 

8 Mad., 99 

3181, 3386 
3469 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 660 . 

6006, 6234 

12 W. R., 0. C., 4 

2263 

3 Mad., 153 • . 

3374, 3578 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 637 . 

25 W. R., 37 

25 W. R., 214 . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 367 : 12 C. 

4484 

3364 

2974 

3420 

L. R., 19. 

25 W. R., 60 

4260 

9 Bom., 79 . 

. 3442, 3975 

7 Mad., 387 

847 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 496 . 

( 1470, 3904 
1 4417, 4974 

9 Bom., 275 . 

4 1568, 2213 
1 6089 

2 Bom., 360:2nd Ed., 340 

781 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 293 . 

3478 

1. L. R., 6 Bom., 139 . 

6147 

I. L. R., 1 Horn., 70 . 

2960 

2 Bom., 18 : 2nd Ed., 19 

3266, 3403 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 611 . 

3268 

12 Bom., 66 

2279 

4 B. L. R., F. B., 101 . 

841, 3620 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 26 

355 

21 W. R., 283 . 

6662 

6 B. L. R., 641, note 

1137 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 695 : 3 C. L. 
R., 177. 

6741 

13B.L. R., 214: 21 W. R., 
448. 

1 494 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 402 . 

3393 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 62 . 

6264 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 388 . 

2406 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6523 


Name of Cose. 


Volume and Page. 


Krishnamachari v. Gangarau Reddi . . • . 

Krishnama Charyar v. Srinivasa Ayyangar • 

— ; V. Toppai Gaundan • . 

Krishna Mannadi v. Shankara Manavan 
Krislmambhat bin Shivrambhat v. Laksbumanbbat bin ^ 
Ganesbbat. ) 

Krishnamma v, Achayya .••••• 

V, Papa ...... 

Krishna Mohan Mookerjee v, Jagannath Roy Jugi 
Krishna Mohan Sbaha v. Aftabuddin Mahomed . ^ 

Krishna Mohnn Pasak v, Kunj Behary Basak 
Krishna Mohun Bose v, Okhilmoni Dossee . • 

Krishna Mohun Bysack. In the matter of 
Krishna Mongul Sbaha v, Akbar Jumma Khan . 
Krishnan v, Nilakandan ...... 

■ V. Revi Varma ...... 

V. Sankara Varma ..... 

Krishnanand Bhuttacharjee. In the matter of 

Krishna Nath Sircar v. Ram Kumar De . . . 

Krishnanund Das. In the matter of the petition of 

V. Hari Bera . • . 

Krishna Padhe. Ex parte ..... 
Krishnapa valad Santu v, Panchapa valad Gurupadapa . 

Krishnappa valad Mabadappa Bahiru Yadavrav . 

Krishna Ram v. Gobind Prasad .... 
Krishnaramani Dasi tK Ananda Krishna Bose 
Krishnarav vl Antaji Virupuksha .... 

■ — ■ V. Govind ...... 

Krishnarav Ganesh v. Rangrav .... 

Krishnarav Jahagirdar v, Govind Trimbak . 

Krishnarav Eamchandra v. Manaji bin Sayaji 
Krishnarav Venkatesb v. Vasudev Anant 
Krishnarav Yashvant v, Vasudev Apaji • 

Krishna Reddi v. Muttu Narayana Reddi . 

Krishnareddi Govinda Reddi v. Stuart 

Krishnasami Engel ...... 

Krishnasami Pillai v. Rangasami Chetty 

— ■ Varadaraja Ayyangar 

V, Venkatschella Aiyan . 

Krishnasami Tatacbaryar v. Krishnama Charyar . 
Krishnashankar v. Chandrashankar .... 

Krishnaya v. Chinnaya ...... 

Krishnuyyan w. Muttusami ..... 

Krishnayyar v. Venkayyar • 

Krishnendro Chowdhry v, Surnomoyee 
Krishno Ch under Goopto v, Sufdar Ali 
Krishno Churn. In the matter of the petition of 
Krishno Kumar Baisak v, Bhim Lall Baisak 
Krishno Lall Nag v, Bbyrub Chunder Deb . • 

Krishno Monee v. Empress 


I. L. R., 5 Mad., 229 . 

I. L. R., 4 Mad,, 339 . 

3 Mad., 381 • 

1 Mad., 113, noto 

1 Bom., 141 

I. L.R.,2 Mad.,306 . 

4 Mad., 234 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 323 . 
8B. L. R., 134: 16 W. 

660. 

9 C. L. R., 1 

I. L R., 3 Calc., 331 . 

1 0. L. R., 68 
9 C. L. R., 213 . 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 137 . 

I L. R., 8 Mad., 384 . 

L L. R., 9 Mad., 441 . 

3 B. L. R., A. Cr., 60 . 

7 C. L. R., 144 . 

I. L. R.. 12 Calc., 68 . 

I. L. R , 12 Calc, 68 . 

6 Bom., A. C., 60 
6 Bom., A. 0., 258 

8 Bom., A. C., 65 

I. L. R., 8 All., 20 

4 B. L. R., 0. C., 231 . 

12 Bom., 227 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 25, note 
4 Bora., A. C., 1 . 

12 Bom,, 86 

II Bom., 106 • 

11 Bom., 15 • 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 371 . 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 127 . 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 192 . 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 20 . 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 112 . 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 346 . 

3 Mad., 89 . 

1. L. K., 6 Mad., 313 . 

I. L. R., 6 Bom , 198 . 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 697 . 

I. L. R., 7 Mad, 407 . 

I. L. R, 6 Mad., 81 

21 W. R., 27 

22 W. R., 326 

17 W. R., Cr., 2 . 

4 C. L. R., 38 
22 W. R, 62 

6 C. L. R., 289 . 


3270 

2290, 2320 
3580 
4561 


3819, 5284 

3134, 3235 
4096 
3857 

784, 3479 
6082 
1056 

6160, 6160 
6662 
4747 
6513 
5513 
3147 

5411, 6485 

3646, 3941 
4827 
195 
2553 
1230 
1188 
2054 
1178 

2986, 4285 
5746 

181, 6451 

2773, 4193 
4459 
3939 
103 
426 
1772 

4167, 6177 
6186 
4820 
6263 4 
5421 
2258 
2321 
3518 
1994 

2053, 3068 
5146 
2880 
4252 
1013 


6524 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volamo and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Krishtendra Boy v. Aena Bewa . .... 

Krishto Bundhoo Bhuttacharjee v, Rotish Shaikh . 
Krishto Coomar Chuckerbutty v, Anund Cooinar Dutt 
Krishto Kishore Chuckerbutty v. Ram Lochun Burdhun 

Krishto Kishore Dutt v, Roop Lall Dass 

Krishto Kishori Chowdhrain v. Radha Romun Munshi . 


Krishto Lall Ghose v. Bouomaloe Roy 

Krishto Mohun Doss Bukshee Joy Kishen Mookerjee 
Krishto Motce Debia v» Ram Nidhee Sircar. 

Kristaya v. Kasipati ..... 
Kristna Aiyauf^ar v. Perumal Nadan 
Kristna Ayyan v, Venkatachella Mudali 
Kristna Chetti v, Balarama Chetti . , 

Kristna Mudali v. Shanmuga Mudaliar 
Kristna Row v, Muttukistna .... 
Kristnappa Chetty v, Ramaswamy Iyer . . 

Kristnappah. In the matter of the petition of 
Kristna Rau v. Chinna Subbu Mudali • 

i), Krishna Mudali • . • 

V. Mahadeva Mudali • 

— V, Nyniappa Mudali . . • 

«... p, Solayappa Mudali 

Kristna Reddi v. Srinivasa Reddi 
Kristna Reddy v. Strinivasa Reddy • 

Kristna Row v, Hachapa Sugapa 


Kristnasamy Pillay v. Municipal Commissioners for ■) 
the Town of Madras, j 

Kristnasamv Tatacharry v. Gomatum Rangacharry 
Kristo Beharee Roy v. Bunwarec Lall Roy . 

Kristo Behary Dass v. Empress ..... 
Kristo Bhabiney Dosseo v. Ashutosh Bosu Mullick 
Kiisto Chunder Acharjee v. Kashee Thakooranee . 

Kristo Chunder Burmo Surmah v. Mohesh Chunder "J 
Burmo Surmah. y 

Kristo Chunder Chatterjee v. Wise . . . , 

Kristo Chunder Chuckerbutty v. Kristo Chunder Burnick 

— V, Ram Brohmo Chucker- ) 

butty. ) 

Kristo Chunder Dass v. Steel ..... 
Kristo Chunder Doss v. Soudamonee Dossee 
Kristo Chunder Ghose v, Raj Kristo Bandyopadhy^a 
Kristo Chunder Goopto v, Brojo Mohun Dey Chowdhry 

V. Fuzul Ali Khan . 

qj, Ramsoondur Sein 

Kristo Chunder Kurmokar v, Rughoonath Kurmokar ^ 

Kristo Chunder Mahata v. Obinessureo Debia 
Kristo Chunder Mookerjee v. Chunder Pershad Banerjee 
Kristo Chunder Murdraj v. Poorosuttum Dass 
Kristo Chunder Sandel Chowdhry v, Shama Soonduree ■) 
Debea Chowdhrain. j 

Kristo Chunder Shaha v. Oomed Ali .... 


1. L. R., 8 Calc., 675: 10 C.) 
L. R., 399. 

1876 

25W. R., 307 . 

4924 

19 W. R., 307 . 

678 

2 W. R., Mis., 49 

1924 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 687 : 10 

L. R., 609. 

1448, 1892 

I. L. R., 12Calc.,330 . 

4614 

I. L.R., scale., 611 : 6 C. L. 
R., 43. 

4808 

3 W. R., 33 

3373 

9 W. R., 331 

3800 

1. L. R., 9 Mad., 56 

6239 

2 Mad., 436 

4429 

7 Mad., 60 . , . 

2617, 4674 

1 Mad., 139. 

402 

6 Mad., 248 . , , 

1066 

4 Mad., 244 

468 

8 Mad., 25 . 

2349, 2368 

6 Mad., 38 . 

4621 

6 Mad., 204 

3591 

6 Mad., 204 

3591 

6 Mad., 204 . . 

3591 

6 Mad , 204 

3591 

6 Mad., 204 

3591 

6 Mad., 174 

2775 

4 Mad., Ap., 50, note • 

2771 

2 Mad., 307. 

3198, 3219 
3378 

4 Mad., 120 ... 

5826 

4 Mad., 63 . 

2249, 5791 

19 W. K., 62 . . . 

5027 

12C. L. R., 555 . 

1291 

I. L. B., 13 Calc., 39 . 

2470 

23 W. R., 340 .. . 

3851, 4053 

23 W. R., 381 .. . 

3368 

14 W. R., 70 . . . 

1146 

12W.R., 76 

5280 

20W. R., 403 . 

2775 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 279 . 

12W. R., 174 . 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 24 . 

22W. R., 183 

17 W. R., 389 .. . 

17W. R.,14 

12 B. L. R., 352, note: 10) 

6188 

6983 

6269 

166 

748 

819 

2351 

W. R., 328. j 

11 W. R., 532 , 

5145 

23W.R., 252 . 

686 

15W. R., 424 . 

2934, 6080 

22W.R.,520 . 

3377, 3436 

14W.R.,414 . 

3530 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6525 


Name of Case. 

Volume and Page. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 

Krisfco Chun^or Sundyal v. Kashee Kisbore Roy Chow- 
dhry. j 

17 W. K., 145 ; 


{ 

3436, 4253 
6629 

Kristocomul Mitter w Suresh Chunder Dob • . ^ 

I. L. R.. 8 Calc., 65C : 
L. R., 263. 

12 

C.j 

2633 

Kriato Coomar Cbowdhry v. Anuiid Moyee Ghowdhrain . 

7 W. R., 300 



14,53 

Kristo Coomar Nag Mababat Khan 

I. L. E., 6 Calc., 595 



3487 

KrisioduBs Kooiidoo v. Issur Chunder Cbowdhry . 

11 W. R., 189 . 


. 

6016 

Kristodass Kundoo v, Ramkant Roy Cbowdhry • ^ 

I. li, R., (> Calc., 142 
L. R., 396. 

: 7 


3268, 3950 
4885 

Kristodhone Dutt v. Chairman of Municipal Commis- ) 
sionera of Suburbs of Calcutta. j 

25W. R., Cr., 6 . 



1153, 1288 

Kristo Doss Koondoo Wilkinson . . • • 

17 W. R., 1^ . 



1914 

Kristo Cobind Joardar . Jugobundhoo Sircar 

12 W. R., 94 



6132 

Kristo Gobind Kur v, Gunga Pcrshad Surma 

23 W. R., 266 



5753 

. . . 

25 W. R.. 372 . 



813 

Kristo Gopal Shaba v, Kasheenauth Shah . 

6 W. R., 66 



1701 

Kristo Indro Saha v, Huromooee Dasseo • • , 

L. R., 1 I. A., 84 . 



1701, 4634 

Kristo Jeebun Bukshee v. Mackintosh 

W. R., 1864, 63 . 

• 


5322 

Kristo Kinkur Puramanick v. Ramdhun Chettangia , 

24 W. li., 326 

• 


3,4892 

Kristo Kisbore Bhuttacharjeo v. Seetamoneo Bhutta- 
charjee. ) 

7 W. R., 320 

• 


1601 

Kristo Kishore Ghose v. Brojonath Mozoomdar • • 

6 W. R., Civ. Ref., 11 



4768, 4760 

Kristo Kissor Nooghy v, Kadermoye Dossee 

2 C. L. R., 683 . 



2276, 3092 

Kristo Koinul Singh v. Huree Sirdar .... 

13 W. R., F. B., 44 



841, 3520 

Kristo Lull Moitro v. Nobbo Coomar Hoy . . . 

6 W. R., 232 

• 


6125 

Kristo Lall Nag. In the matter of the petition of 

I. L.R., 10 Calc., 266 

• 

• 

4443 

Kristo Mohince Dossee v. Kaliprosono Ghose • 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 402 

• 

I 

822, 829 
1162,. ^249 

Kristomohincy Dossee v, Bama Churn Nag Cbowdhry^ 

1. L. R., 7 Cale., 733 : 
L. R., 344. 

9 

0.J 

206, 5374 

Kristo Mohiney Dossee v, Kally Prosonno Ghose 

Kri sto Mohun By sack v. Collector of Dacca • 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 485 : 
L. R., 43. 

8 

C.j 

1937, 4618 

24 W. R., 91 



47 

Kristo Mohun Christian v. Anunda .... 

16 W. R., 249 . 



3785 

Kristo Mohun Pattur v. Huree Sunkur Mookerjee 

7 W. R., 235 



1654 

Kristo Monec Debia v. Buroda Dossia Chowdhrain 

14 W. R., 143 



1463 

Kristomonee Debia v. Fakeer Chand Khan . 

3 W. R., ActX, 140 



1439 

Kristomonee Thakoor v, Bishambhur Doss . 

5 W. R., 215 



208, 6739 

Kristo Prea Dossee v, Puddo Lochun Mytee 

6 W. R., 288 



1677 

Kristo Prosad Mundle. In the matter of the petition of 

22 W. R., Cr., 74 



4718 

Kristo Protibar v. Alladinee Dassee .... 

16 W. R., 4 



562 * 

Kristo Ram Roy v, Janokeo Nath Roy . , ^ 

I. L. B., 7 Calc., 748 
L. R., 324. 

:'9 

o.j 

1876 

Kristo Soondur Sandyal v. Chunder Nath Roy 

16 W. K., 230 . 



2982 

Kristo Sunkur Dutt Roy v, Koylash Nath Dutt Roy . 

16 W. R., 6 



4271 

Kristo Surma Adhikaree v, Basoodeb Gossamee • 

12 W. R., 424 . 



2781 

Kritarthomoyee Debia v, Khetter Nath Sircar 

9 W. R., 472 



878 

Krodesh Sen v, Kamini Mohun Sen .... 

IOC. L. R., 161 . 



2299 

Kubair Singh v. Atmaram 

I. L. R., 5 All., 332 



6086 

Kubeer Chunder Bundo v, Ramkanye Doss Biswas • 

17 W. R., 174 . 



685 

Kubeeroodeen v. Jogul Shaha 

15 W. R., 133 • 



2018 

Kubeerun v. Sufeehun 

24 W. R., 388 . 



4212 

Kudeerun v. Lallun 

14 W. R., 366 . 



471 

Kudhara v. Khuman Singh 

1 Agra, 265 



4667 

Kudomee Dossee v. Joteerara Kolita .... 

I. L. R.. 3 Calc., 305 



2443, 5099 

Kudomessuree Dossee v, Emam Ali . 

20 W. R., 167 . 



3147 




TABLE OF CASES IK THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Kudratulla t’. IVIabini Moban Shaba . . • ^ 

Kudum Kooner v, Badla Singb . • 

Kulab Hossein v, Mehrum Beebee 
Kula Kagabushanam v, Kula Seshacbalatn 
Kuleemooddeen Darogab v. Asbruf Ali Kban 
Kulian Doss v. Gobind Kooer . 

Kullappa Naik v. Ramanuja Cbariyar 
Kuller Singb v. Jewan Singh . ' . 

Kullianbntti Koer v. Tulapal Singh . 

Kiillyan Dass v. Sheo Nuudun Purshad Singb 
Kuilyanessuree Debee v. Dwarkanatb Surma 
Kullyanessuree Dossee v. Narain Kyburto . 

Kullyan Singb v. Bahadur Singh 

Kulno Khond Kar. In the matter of the petition of 
Kulponath Doss v. Mewah LhU . • 

Kulpo Singh v, Thakoor Singh ... 

Kulree v, Jhoonoo ..... 

Kulsoon V. Ameerunnessa ... 

Kultoo Mahomed v. Hurdeb Doss . 

Kulnm Mundul v. Bhowani Prosad . • 

Kulumutee Kooer V. Jowahur Lall . 

Knlyan Churn Mookerjee v, Bipro Churn Purail 
Kumar Ali v, Azraut Ali 
Kumaran v, Narayanan .... 

Kumarasami v, Subbaraya ... 

Kumarasami Nadan v, Pala Nagappa Chetti 
Kumarasamy Reddi v, Panna Soona Mooroogappul 
Chetty. J 

Kumaravelu v, Virana Goundan 
Kumaradeva Mudali v. Nallatarabi Reddi . 
Kumeezooddeen Holdar v. Ru^jub Ali Shaba 
Kumini Ama v, Parkam Kolusheri 
Kumla Sahoy v. Ram Ruttun Neogy 
Kummur-ool-nissa Begum v, Mahomed Hussun 
Kumola Dassee v. Azmur Ali . 

Kumola Kant My tee v. Narainee Dossee 
Kumolanath Sein v. Beharee Kant Roy 

Kumood Narain Bhoop v. Puma Chunder Roy 

Kumrunnessa v. Sujan • • • . 

Kumul Dutt V, Mohun Molla ... 

Kumur Ali V. Azmut Ali 
Kumurooddeen v. Bhadoo ... 
Kumeeroonissa Begum v, Syuffoollah 
Kumuroonissa Begum v. Sy fool lab Khan 
Kunchun Deo Singh v. Tekait Sidh Nath Singh 
Kunchun Singh v. Choonna 
- — V. Sheoraj 

Kunda Misser v, Ganesh Singh . 

Kundeme Naine Boochee Naidoo v, Ravoo Lutchmee- ■) 
paty Naidoo. j 

Kundhyee v, Zuman Khan 
Kundu V, Impichi . • 

Kundun Lai v. Bans! Dhar 





Column 

Volume and Pago. 


of 




Digest. 

4B. L. B., F. B., 134: 
W. K., F. B., 21. 


3708 

1 N. W, Ed. 1873, 163 


95 

4 N. W., 165 



113 

1 Mftd., 178 



379 

19 W. R., 276 . 



690 

24 W. R., 143 . 



4527 

4 Mad., 429 



6629 

22 W. R.. 79 



3161 

11 C. L. R.. 204 . 



2c05 

18 W. R., 66 



4025, 4028 

6 W. R., 116 



2434 

15 W. R., 241 . 



4935 

Agra. F. B., 163 : Ed 
122. 

1874, 1 

3493 

7 W. R.. 47 



4052 

8 W. R., 302 



2445 

15 W. R., 429 . 



67fi9 

7 W. R., Cr., 52 . 



3629 

1 Hyde, 150 



3686 

19 W. R., 107 



1724 

22 W. R., Or., 32 



1151 

11 W. R., 318 . 



2774 

6 W. R., 321 



3325 

8 W. R., 383 



3237 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 260 



3756 

L L. R., 9 Mad., 325 



6217 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 385 



3208 

7 Mad., 359 . 



6177 

1. L. R., 5 Mad., 29 



2311, 2312 

1 Mad., 407 



5631 

9 W. R., 528 



1776 

1 Mad., 261 



3766 

11 W. R., 201 



5()6 

1 Agra, 287 



3660 

7 W. R., 13 



4173 

9 W. R., 583 



3981 

11 W. R., 314 . 



1103, 1560 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 647 : 
R., 258. 

3 b. 

L.1 

1 

2878 

10 C. L. R , 31 . 



5679 

15 W. R., 278 . 



3235 

8 W. R , 383 



4201 

11 W. R., 134 . 



2089. 6031 

16 W. R., P. C., 32 



4235 

5 W. R., 198 



4235 

15 W. R., 289 . 



2932 

1 Agra, Rev., 44 , 



164 

1 Agra, Rev., 7 



325, 1646 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 120 : 
R., 193. 

16 W.| 

1604 

8 Mad., 36 

• 

. 

6666 

1 Agra, 9 . 



5187 

I.L. R., 7 Mad., 442 



3766 

I. L. R., 3 All., 170 

• 

• 

3295 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name o! Case. 


Kundun Lai v, Sasta Kooer • . • • 

Kuneez Fatima v, Saheba Jan • • 

Kunhamed v, Chathu . • . 

Kunhammatba v. Kunhi Kutti Ali . 

Kunhamu v, Keshavan Nambudri . . • 

Kunhi v. Sssbagiri 

Kunhi Bivi v, Abdul Aziz . . • • ^ 

Kunhi Komapen Kurupu v, Changarachan Kandil 
Chembata Ambu. 

Kunhimmu v. Vivyathamma • • • • 

Kunhi Moidin v. Tarayil Moidin • 

Kunhi Moidin Kutti v, liamen Unni . 

Kunhussa v. Queen 

Kunhya Lall v, Bunseo . • . . • 

Kunbya Singh v. Tooydun Singh . • 

Kunigaratu v, Arrangadten • • . . 

Kunjabehari Lai v, Giridhari Lai . • 


Kunjal Sahu v. Guru Baksh Koer 

Kunj Behari Sing v, Ncru Sing • • . - 

Kunjebehari Lai v, Ilahi Baksh 
Kunjunneri Nambiar v. Nilakunden . 

Kunju Velan v, Manavikrama Zumorin 
Kunnathurillath Vasudevan Nambudri v, Narayanan 
Nambudri. 


Kunnock Chunder Mookerjee v. Gurudass Biswas 
Kunuk Singh v. Ghobam Jeclanee 

Kunund Narain BhooiJ. In the matter of the petition C 
of. 

Kupil Eai v. Radha Prosad Singh 
Kuppa V. Dorasaini .... 

■ tK Singaravelu .... 

Kuppa Ayyar v, Venkataramana Ayyar 
Kuppa Gurukal v. Dorasami Gurukal 
Kuppayyan v, Kamasami Ayyan • 

Kuppu Chetti V. Chidambara Mudali . 
Kuppusvamiayyan v, Nanuuvayyan . 

Kupu Rau V, Venkataramayyar . # 


Kurali Prasad Misser v, Anantaram Hajra . 

Kuram Singh v, Mehtah Koonwer 
Kuray Mai v, Piiran Mai 
Kureem Buksh Khan v. Doolhin Khoord • 
Kureera Chand Gurain w. Oodung Gurain • 

Kureem Khan v, Muhfooz 

Kureemooddeen Biswas v. Hurochunder Gooho 

Kureemoonissa v, Attaoollnh 

Kureemun v. Mullick Enaet Hossein • 

Kuria bin Hanmia v. Gururav 

Kurim Buksh v» Shib Shunkur Shuhayo . 

Kuriyali v, Mayan ..... 

Kurmofool v. Bissessur Singh . 




Column 

Volume and Page. 


of 

Digest. 

8 W. E., 369 


6100 

8 W. E., 313 


108, 3661 

I.L. E.,9Mad.,437 . 


5959 

I. L. E.. 7 Mad., 233 . 


3762 

I.L. E, 3 Mad., 246 . 


3766 

I. L. E., 6 Mad., 141 . 


3625 

I. L. E., 6 Mad., 103 . 


1342 

2 Mad., 313 


3235 

I. L. E., 7 Mad., 635 . 


4850 

I. L.E.,8Mad., 101 . 


5488 

I. L. E., 1 Mad., 203 . 


821, 848 

I. L. E.. 5 Mad.. 28 . 


6574 

Agra, P. B., 94 : Ed, 1874. 71 

3201, 3300 

7 W. R., 20 


2697 

2 Mad., 12 . 


8767, 3761 

1B.L. R.,S. N., 12:10 W.') 

4415 

R., 189. 

j 

8 B. L. R., 184, note : 13 
R., 362. 

w. • 

4270 

6 B. L. R., 663, note : 15 W. ' 

43C9 

E., 291. 


I. L. U., 6 AH., 64 

, 

2727 

I. L. E., 2 Mad., 167 . 


4251 

1 Mad., 113, note . 

. 

3763 

I. L. E., 6 Mad., 121 . 

1 

5048 

I. L. E., 9 Calc., 919 : 12 C. 

4892 

L. R., 699. 


2 Agra, 329 


1645 

I.L. R., 4 Calc., 660 : 3 C. L."; 

4487, 4490 

R., 651. 

J 

4492 

I. L. E., 6 All., 260 

I. L. E., 6 Mad., 76 . 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 325 . 

3 Mad., 421 

I. L. E., 6 Mad., 76 

1. L. R., 6 Mad., 197 . 

3 Mad., 170 . . 

1 Mad., 74 . 

I. L. E., 4 Mad., 311 . 

8B. L. E., 490: 16 W. 


3017 

335 

2417 

2707 

2251 

5477 

6713 

184, 6770 
356, 379 
1702 

1504, 1762 

P. C., 16. 


3 Agra, 150 


1761 

I. L. E., 2 Adi., 565 

, 

3964 

15 W. E., 82 


3667 

6 W. E., 158 


2293 

W. R., F. B., 16 : 1 Ind. Jur., 

6778 

0. S., 77 : 1 Hay, 226. 


1 W. R., 305 


6108 

2 Agra, 211 


3702 

W. R., 1864. 221 


3684 

9 Bom., 282 


6216 

W. R.. 1864, 384 . 


4954 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 255 • 


815 

Marsh., 337 


4002 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Kuroonamoyee Debee t?. Qungadhur Surmah 
Kurraly Chum Baneijee v, Modboosoodun Patter 
Kum Chowbey v. Jankee Persad . . . 

Knrufool Kooer v. Eajkalee Eooer . * 

Kuram v. Rutton Bhnggut . . • • 

Kuram Chand Koleeah v. Huree Mohan Ghoso . 
Kurumoonnissa Bibee v. Gooroo Pershad Shah 

Karan Singh v, Mahomed Fyaz Ali Khan . 

Knrappool Koer v. Collector of Shahabad . . 

Kuseemoonissa Bibee v, Huroonnissa Bibeo 
Kushaba bin Sankroji v. Pitambardhari 
Kasseemoonissa Beebee v. Hoorunissa Becbee 
Kassessar Koy v. Joggodishuri 
Kustoora Koomaree v. Binodcram Sein • • 

■ " V. Monohar Deo 


Kastoor Mull v, Jokeeram 

Kuta Bully Viraya v. Kuta Chndappa Vuthamulu 
Katti Ammal v, Radakristna Aiyan • • 

Kutti Mannadiyar v. Payanu Muthaa 
Kuttiyali v. Pari Makdi . . . • 

Kuttusheri Pisharith Kanna Pisharody v, VillotiH 
Manukel Narayanan Soinayajipad. ) 

Kutty Subramaniya v, Cliinna Muttce Pillai 
Kuvarbai v. Alam Khan • . • . 

Kuvarji v. Moti Haridas . . , , 

Kuvarji Premcband v. Bai Javer 
Kuverji Tulsidas v. G. I. P. Railway Company 
Eyalee Ram v, Mahomed Ali Khan • . 

Kyanpettee v. Nga Sha Law . . 

Kylasa Goundan v, Kamasami Ayyan 
Kylasanada Moodelly v. Armugum Moodelly 
Eylash Chunder Chatterjee v. Gopal Chunder Chatterjeo 
Kylash Chunder Mitter v, Dhun Monee Dassia 
Kylash Chunder Shaba v. Shurnomoyee Dossee 
Kylash Chunder Sircar v. Gooroo Churn Sircar 

V. Wooraanund Roy 

KylashfKaminee Dossee v. Tarinee Churn Bose 
Kylash Kaminee Dossia v, Judoo Bashiuee Dossia 

Kyte. In the matter of the petition of 


L. 


Labbi Beebee v. Bibbun Beebee . 

Lachcho y. Mayaram 

Lachlan v. Abdulla .... 
Lachiram Jaya Saiigji v, Ramji bin Sbivaji 

Lachman v. Juala .... 

— " V, Thondi Ram • 

Lachman Bibi v. Patniram • • 

Lachman Das v, Briipal . • • 

V, Dip Chand 



Column 

Volamo and Pago. 

of 

Digest. 

20 W. R., 60 . . . 

6100 

3 W. R., Act X, 146 . 

1643 

1 Agra, 164 

1690 

17 W. R., 439 . 

4142 

W. R., 1864, 186 . 

1783 

2 W. R., Mis., 45 

288 

7W. R.,331 

236 

10 B. L. R., 1 : 14 Moore s > 

2209, 2301 

I. A., 176, 187. ) 

4165, 4886 

20W.R,432 . 

84, 86 

16 W. R., 196 .. . 

3912 

12 Bom., 16 ... 

5376 

low. R., 468 . 

3912 

7C.L. R.,269 . 

4456 

4W. R., Mis., 4 . 

W.R., 1864,39 . . 1 

1249, 2039 
1249, 1341 

2034 

11 B. L. R., Ap., 26 . 

6587 

2 Mad., 235 

2353 

8 Mad., 88 . • • 

2311 

I. L. K., 3 Mad., 288 . 

4169 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 356 

976 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 234 . 

1172 

3 Mad., 26 • • • • 

2743 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 170 . 

1689 

1. L. R., 3 Bom., 234 . • 

6398 

6 Bom., A. C., 143 

2864 

I. L. R , 3 Bom., 109 . 

4710 

1 Agra, Rev., 62 • • 

1716 

14 W. R., 386 .. . 

4742 

I. L. R., 4 Mad,, 172 . 

3459 

4 Mad., 366 • • • 

3344 

1 W. R., 78 ... 

4804 

16W. R., 273 

2023 

7 W. R., 318 

6301 

3 W. R., 43 ... 

3863 

24W. R., 412 . 

1586, 2996 

20 W. R., 100 .. . 

6144 

22 W. R , 391 . 

6112 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 223 ; 11 C- 1 
L. R., 427. j 

502 

6N.W., 169 

3684 

I. L. R.. 5 All., 158 : L.R.,10 1 
I. A.,1. j 

4550 

5 B. L. R., Ap., 89 

4408 

6 Bora , A. C., 107 

6826 

I. L. R., 5 All., 161 . ^ 

1633, 3621 
5151 

I. L. R., 7 All., 382 

3518 

1. L. R., 1 AIL, 610 

3504 

I. L. K., 6 AIL, 174 

173 

I. L. R , 2 AIL, 851 

4838 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6529 


Name of Cose. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Bigeat. 


Lachman Joharimal v, Bapu Ehanda 

6 Bom., 

A. C., 241 



4614 

Lachman Kuar v, Mnrdan Singh 

I. L. 

R.. 

8 All., 143 



2441 

Lachman Prasad. In the matter of 

I. L. 

R., 

6 All., 360 



5863 

— — V, Bahadur Singh 

I.L. 

R.. 

2 All., 884 



339, 5213 

V, Bal Singh • 

I. L. 

R. 

4 All., 167 



5190 

— — V, Chammi Lai 

I. L. 

E., 

4 All., 6 



5688, 5743 

V, Holas Mahtoon 

2B. 

R. 

L. 

.1-' 

E., Ap., 27 

11 

W.) 

2987,4924 

Lachman Pundeh v. Maddan Mohun Shye 

I.L 

R. 

R.. 6 Calc., 613 
. 621. 

:7C 

).L.' 

1866, 3618 

Lachman Rai v, Akbar Khan 

I. L. 

R.. 

1 All, 440 

• 


1345 

Lachman Singh v. Kesri • 

I. L. 

R, 

4 All, 3 . 

• 


3304,4811 


I. L. 

R.. 

2 All, 497 

• 


188 

— V, Pirbhu Lall 

6N. 

W. 

,368 



2717 

V, Salig Ram 

I.L 

R.. 

8 All, 384 



1878 

V, Sanwal Singh 

1. L. 

R. 

1 All, 543 

• 


4878 

*" V, Tansukh • 

I. L. 

E.. 

6 All, 395 

• 

« 

141 

Lachmin v. Ganga Prasad • 

I. L. 

R.. 

4 All, 485 

• 

« 

669 

Lachmi Narain v. BLawani Din 

1. L. 

R., 

4 All, 379 



2917 

' ■ V, Koteahar Nath 

I. L. 

E., 

2 All, 826 

• 


3932 

V, Manog Dat • 

I. L. 

li., 

7 All, 291 

• 

• 

4538 

V, Partab Singh 

I. L. 

B., 

2A11.,1 , 

• 

< 

694 

■ V, Wilayti Begam 

1. L. 

R, 

2 All, 433 



1097,2042 

Lachmi Narain Lai v. Sbeoambar Lai • 

I. L. 

R., 

2 All, 409 



3239 

Lachmipat Singh v. Mahomed Mooneer 

B. L. 
R.; 

R, 
, F. 

,, Sup. Vol, 
B.. 32. 

32*: 

W.’ 

96 


Lachmipat Singh Dugar v, Khairat Ali • 
Lachmipat Singh Dugar Koy. In the matter of 

Lachmipat Singh Koy v, Wahid Ali • « 

Lackersteen v, Rostan ...» 

V. Tarucknath Poramanick 

Ladd V. Parbutty Dossee . . • • 

Ladji Naik v, Musabi . • • • 

Ladkuvarbhai v, Sarsangji Pratabsangji 

Ladlee Pershad v. Gunga Pershad 
Lado V. Oodey Koonwur • . • • 

Lado Begum v. Achpul alias Ameeroolnissa 
Lado Lakshuraan v. Krishnaji Sadashiv 
Ladooiah v, Sanvaley . • • • 

Ladubbai v, Kevichand . . • . 

Ladu Chimaji v. Babaji Khanduji . • 

Ladun v. Bhyro Ram . • • • 

“ Lady Jocelyn.” In the matter of the 

Laek Ram v, Mohesh Doss . • 

Laidley v, Bishucharan Pal , 

" " Gour Gobind Sjykar • . • 

— ' V, Gunnoss Chundor Sahoo 
Laidman v. Hearsey .... 
Laikhram v. Ghurouee .... 
Laith Narain Deo v, Bolakee Chowdhry 
Lajja Prasad v. Debi Prasad 
Lakhessur Koer v, Sookha Ojha . • 


6B.L.R., 18; 12 W. R., F. 
B, 11. 

4807 

2 B. L. R., 0. C., 151 : 11 W. 
R., 0. C., 24. 

4757 

2B. L. R.. A.C., 194 : 11 W.' 
R., 70. 

3507 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 32 

6063 

Cor., 91 ... . 

2614 

2 Hyde, 18 . 

2822 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 665 . 

3:^98 

7 Bom., 0. C., 160 . | 

1937, 2893 
4972 

4 N. W., 69 . . . 

4245 

Agra, P. B., 22 : fid. 1874, 17 

4863 

2 Agra, 163 ... 

1607 

6 Bom., A. C., 41 . 

4563 

3 Agra, 191 

2485 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 143 . 

1228 

I. L. E., 7 Bom., 632 . 

1620 

8 W. E., 265 .. . 

3706 

2 Mad., 365 

650B 

12 W. E., 488 . 

435, 858 
5482 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 663 

1601 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 501 

6179 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 4.38 

6307 

1. L. R., 7 All, 906 

1514 

3. Agra, 298 

4317 

W. R., 1864, 24 . 

778 

I. L. R.. 3 All, 236 

4557 

1 C. L. R., 39 

679 



6630 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 
» 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Lakhi Kant Das Chowdry v. Ham Dyal Das 
Lakhikant Dutt v, Jagabandhu Chuckerbulty 

Lakbi Kumar v. Ram Dutt Chowdhiy • 

Lakhimani Har. In tbe cose of • • • 

Lakhimoni Cbowdhrain v. Akroomoni Chowdbrain 


Lakbi Prya Dasi v, Nabin Chandra Nag 
Lakbi Prya Debi v, Kbyrulla Kazi 

Lakbmi Cband v, Indra Mull . • 


V. Gatto Bai 


" ■ V. Torilal .... 

Lakbmi Cband Walcband Kastur Bechar 
Lakbmidas Hansraj. In re • 

Lakbmidas Uirachand v. G. I. P. Railway Company 
Lakbpatty Tbakoorani v, Leelanund Singh. • 


Lakhu Co war v, Roy Hari Krishna Singh . 

Laknarain Singh v, Mankoer . . . 

Lakoo Khan Wise . . . • 

Laksbmaji v, Queen-Empress • . • 

Lakshmakka v. Bali • • . • 


Laksbniamma v. Yenkataragava Chariar 

Laksbman. In tbe matter of tbe application of 
Lakshmana v, Kullamma • • • . 

V, Najimudin 

■ V. Sukiya liai . , 

Lakshmana Chetti v, Narasimbasami 
Laksbmanaiyan v, Sivasamy Row 


I 

• I 
{ 


I 


5 Tj- Ap,, 61 • • 

3 B. L. B.. Ap., 7» 

3B.L. R., Ap., 44: 11 W.l 
B., 447. j 

3 B. L. B., A. Cr., 70 . 

I. L. B., 9 Calc., 861 : 12 C. I 

L. R., 527. j 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 37 : 11 W. 1 

B., 370. ) 

7 B. L. B., 238, note 

4 B. L. R., P. C., 31 : 13 W. ' 

B., P. C., 36 : IS'Moore’a I. j 

A., 365. . 

I. L. R., 7 All., 542 
I. L. it., 8 All., 319 
I. L. R., 1 All., 618 
9 Bom., 60 . . ■ . 

5 Bom., O. C., 63 . . 

4 Bom., O. C., 129 

2 C. B. R , 322 . 

3 B. L. B., A. C., 2:’6 : 12 W. ) 

E., 3. j 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 633 
18 W. B., 443 .. . 

I. L. R., 7 Mad,, 289 . 

I. L. B., 8 Mad., 500 . 

4 Mad., 89 . . . ^ 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 472 . 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 99 
I. L. R,, 9 Mad., 145 
I. L. R., 7 Mad., 4(X) • 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 107 . 

4 Mad., 2.6 • • 


33B5 

3748 

4460 

4686 

4850 

93 

3248 

3728 

754, 5534 
2135 
1095 
4825 
2674 

4704, 5719 
1703 

3068 

3261 

3J18 

1972 

4052, 6014 
3500, 3525 
5242 
4521 
433 
5960 
2709 
1915 
3344 


Laksbmanammal v. Tiruvengada Mudali . 
Laksbmanan Cbetti v, Karuppan Cbetti 
■ V. Kolandaivelu Kudumban . 

Lakshmana Rau v, Laksbmi Ammal 

Laksbman Bbatkar v. Babaji Bbatkar 
Laksbman Bbisaji Sirsekar v. Hari Dinkar Desai 

Laksbman Dada Naik v. Ram Chandra Dada Naik 


[ 

Laksbmandas v. Ganpatrav ..... 
Laksbmaudas Bbagatramji v, Manobar Ganesh Tambekar 

Laksbmandas Sarupeband v. Dasrat . • . • 

Laksbman Mayaramv. Jamnabai . . • . 

Laksbman Ramebaudra v, Sarasvatibai 

V. Satyabbamabai ... 
Laksbman Shivaji v, Rama Esu .... 


I. L. R., 6 Mad., 241 . 

I. L. U., 6 Mad., 273 . 

1. L. R., 6 Mad., 311 . 

I. L. B., 4 Mad., 160 . ^ 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 31 
1. L. R., 4 Bom., 584 • 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 561 . ^ 

I. L. E., 5 Bom., 48 : L. R., 7 > 
I. A., 181 : 7 C. L. R., 320. j 
I. L. R., 8 Bom., 365 
1. L. R., 10 Bom., 149 . 

I. L. R., 6 Bom,, 168 • j 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 225 . 

12 Bom., 69 ... 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 494 
8 Bom., A. C., 17 . 


2301 

1998, 4039 
3001, 3593 
2137, 2138 
2205 

2797, 6084 
'4022, 6099 
1762, 2471 
2534 

2388, 2532 
3366, 5000 
5225 
4564 

3544, 3545 
4841, 6402 
6140, 6142 
2371 
2430 
2432 
179,3241 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Lakshmappa v, Ramava . 

Laksbmi v, Ananta Shanba^ 
- V, Chendri 


V, Dada Nannji 
— V, Krishnabhat 
• v: Sri Devi 


Lakslimi Ammal v. Sashadry Aiyangar 
' — - IT. TikaTam Tovaji I 
Lakshmibai v. Balkrishna ^ • 

■ ' ' V. G'anesh Antaji . . 

^ V. Gan pat Moroba • 

■ — V, • 

I Hari bin Bavji 

■ ■— Jayi*am Hari’ 

■' ' ■ — *■ Shridhar Vasudev Takle 

— - V. Vitbal Ramcbandra 

Laksbmibai kom Sanshedappa v. Rudrappabin Gangappa 
Lakshmichand v. Arjuna ..... 

Lakshmi Cbelliab Garu v. Srikrishna Bbupati Devu') 
Maharaz Garu (Zemindar of Madugula). ) 

Lakshmi Narasimhalu v. Chartrazu Jaganiiadham ■) 


Pantalu alias Srinivasa Rau 
Lakshmi Na^ayana^r. Ramapa Chakkira 
Lakshmi Narayana Aiyar v. Suppara Gaundan 
Lakshmi Shankar v. Vaijanath . 

Lakshuman Ramji v. Ramlal valad Mahipata 
Lakshuman Sakharam v. Ranu bin Sidoji • 

Lala V. Hira Singh • • • • 

Lala Banshidhar v. Government of Bengal 


Lala Biewambhar Lai v. Rajaram 

Lala Chatranarayan v. Uba Kunwari . 

Lala Dilawar Sahai v, Dewan Bolakiram 
Lala Doul Narain v. Runjit. Singh 
Lala Gandar'Lal v, Habibannissa • 

Lala Gobind Prasad Doulat Batti • 

Lala Gopee Chand v. Liakut Hossein 
Lala Hiramat Sahai Singh v. Llewhellen 
Lala Huree Sunkur Sahoy Krishna Kant Dutt 

Lala Iswari Prasad v. Bir Bhanjan Tewari 

Lala Jagat Karayan V. Tulsirara 

Lala Joti Lai v. Durani Kower 

Lala J ugdeo Sahai v. Bri j Behari Lai • 

Lala Kali Prosad v. Biili Singh 

Lala Manohur Dass v. Kishen Dyal . 

Lala Mobaruk Lai v. Secretary of State for India 

Lala Prag Dutt v. Bandi Hossein 

Lala Prasadi Lai v. Lala Ambika Prasad 


! 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


12 Bom., 364 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 230 
I. L. R., 8 Mai., 72 
I. L. R., 4 Bom., 210 
I. L. R., 8 Bom., 424 
1. L. R., 9 Mad., 1 
4 Mad., 276 

1 Mad.. 240 
L L. R., 4 Bom., 664 
4 Bom., A. C., 129 

4 Bom., O. C., 160 

5 Bom., 0. C.. 128 

9 Bom., 1 . • 

6 Bom., A. C., 162 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 1 
9 Bom., 63 . 

2 Bom., 2nd Ed., 382 

J. L. R., 6 Bom., 77 

7 Mad., 6 • • 

3 Mad., 287 

1 Mad., 70 . 

2 Mad., 321 
I. L. R., 6 Bom., 24 
6 Bom., A. C., 66 

0 Bom., A. C., 61 

I. L. R., 2 All., 49 

9 B. L, R., 364 : 14 Moore's ■) 
I. A., 86: 16 W. R.,P.C.,11. j 
3B. L. R., Ap.. 67: 13 W.^ 
R., 337, note : S. C. 16 W. I 
R., 140, note: 21 W. R., f 
373, note. J 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 201 . 

I. L. R.. 11 Calc., 268 . 

1C, L.R.. 266 . . 

7B. L. R., 236: 15 W. R., 311 
6 B. L. R., Ap., 86: 14 W. R., 461| 

25 W. R., 211 . 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 486 . 

26 W. R., 106 .. . 

8B. L. R., 316:16 W.R., F.) 

B., 9. ) 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 71 . 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 67 : W. 1 
R., P. B., 173. i 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 605 . 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 789:3 C.l 
L, R., 396. } 

3 N. W., 175 .. . 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 200 . 

7B. L. R., 42 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 25 


2109, 2127 
2129,2131 
2136, 2148 
3140, 3165 
6696 
2310 
5478 

3466, 3466 
3530 

4429, 6011 
4291 
688 
2639 

1700, 2303 
'4418, 6098 
2314 . 
2276, 3850 
3390 
680 
1621 

3902, 3976 

3825 

2944 
303 
2544 
3430 
3173 
1341, 1346 
2870 

630, 4661 


1165 

2207 

3950 

3893 

3243 

24:14 

64 

1829 

3494 

169 
437* 768 
2312 

6033, 6038 
3551 

4245 
6365 
37i:l 
6681 



G532 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Lala Eamdhari Lai v, Janessar Das 
Lala Kanglal v, Deonarayan Tcwary • 

Lala Eudra Prasad v. Binode Earn Sen 

Lala Sham Soondur Lai v, Sooraj Lai 
Lala Tilakdhari Lai v, Furlong 
Lai Bahadur Singh v, Durga Singh . 

Lai Bahadoor Singh v, Solano • • 

Lalhehari Dutt v, Srinath Mookerjee 

Lalbhai Lakhmidas t?. Kamaludin Husco Khan . 

Lalhhal Vallahhhbai v, Kavasji Nanabhai . 
Lalchand Ambai Das v, Sakharam 
Laldas v, Nekunjo Bhaishiani • 

Laldas Eamdas v. Kashiram .... 
Lali Konwar v. Carter ..... 
Lalit Mohun Shaha v, Srinibas Sen . 

Lalit Panday v. Sridhar Deo Narain . 

Laljee v. Sadit Hossein .... 

Laljee Lall v, Hardey Narain . 

Laljee Sahoo v, Eoghoonundun Lall Sahoo • 

Laljee Sahoy v, Fakeer Chand . 

Laljee Singh v, Bunwary Lall Eoy 
Laljcct Singh v, Eajcoomax Singh 

Lalji V. Nuran 

Lalji Mai v, Hulasi .... 

Lalji Ratanji v. Gangaram Tuljaram 

Lalji Sahu v. Collector of Tirhoot 

Lalji Singh v, Akram Sen 
Lalji Ukheda v, Jowha Dowba . 

Lai Kower v. Jaikaran Lai 

Lalla Banee Pershad v. Lalla Dabee Pershad 
Lalla Beharee Lall v, Lalla Modho Persaud 
Lalla Bhagun Pershad v, Holloway . 

Lalla Bhoop Narain v, Abassee Begum 
Lalla Bhoyro Lall v, Lalla Mokoond Lai 
Lalla Bishen Dyal Singh tK Earn Sunkur Tewarce 
Lalla Bissen Pershad v. Collector of Hazareebagh 
Lalla Bissessur Dyal v. Doolar Chand Sahoo 
Lalla Boodhmul v, Lalla Gowree Sunkur 

Lalla Bunseedhur v. Bindeseree Dutt Singh 

Lalla Byjnath Pershad v, Bissen Beharee Sahoy Sinj 
Lalla Chedi Lai v, Eamdhuni Gope . 

Lalla Chooneelal Nagindas v. Sawaechund Namedas 
Lalla Chuttur Narain v. Wooma Koonwaree 
Lalla Dabee Pershad v, Beharee Lall . 

— • V, Santo Pershad 

Lalla Deheeden v, Sheo Ghoolam Singh 


Column 

Volume and Paec. of 

Digest. 


6 B. L. B.. 14 « 

3887 

6B.L. B.,69: 14W. R., 201 

1736, 2781 

3 B. L. B., A. C., 71, note : •» 
10 W. B., 321. j 

4131 

26 W. B., 48 

4646. 4653 

2 B. L. E., A. C., 230 . 

3918 

I. L. B., 3 All., 437 . 

2081, 3850 

I.L. B., 10 Calc., 46: 12 0.) 
L. B., 639. > 

6191 

3 B. li. E., A. C., 73, note . 

4131 

12 Bom., 247 

302, 2946 
4677,4774 

8 Bom., 0. C., 209 

2017, 4323 

6 Bom., A. C., 139 

3256, 3403 

1. L. R., 4 Calc., 374 . 

1340, 3743 

4 Bom., A. C., 60 

1846,4199 

26 W. B., 492 . 

2983 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 331 . 

5325 

6 B. L. R., 176 : 13 W. R., 
457. 

2206 

4 N. W., 99 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 105: 11 C. 

5456 

2820 

L. R., 126. 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 447 

3199, 3319 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 135 7 C. • 
L. R., 97. 

* 2174 

26 W. R., 448 . 

6103 

12 B. L. B.,372 : 20 W. R., 
337. 

2468 

I. L. R., 6 All., 103 

2862,5199 

I. L. R., 3 All., 660 

4875 

2 Bom., 184: 2nd Ed., 176 

4858,6113 

6 B.L. R., 648: 15 W. R., 

P. C., 23. 

990, 4654 

3 B. L. R., A. C. 236: 12 W. 
R., 47. 

303, 6823 

8 Bom., A. C., 94 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 67 : W. 

5255 

2312 

R.. P. B., 173. 

24 W. R., 436 . 

324 

6 W. R., 69 

2359, 3261 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 393 . 

799 

23 W. R., 468 . 

4627 

2 W. R., 275 

4911 

6 W. R., Mis., 38 

3493, 3514 

13 W. R., 397 

2856,6270 

22 W. R., 181 

690 

4 W. R., 71 

79,2080 

10 Moore’s I. A., 464 . 

2088, 2711 
4659 

19 W. R., 80 

2201 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 67 . 

3807 

6 W. R., P. C., Ill 

6161 

8 W. R., 273 

2207 

3 Agra, 33 . . . 

3969, 4400 

I. L. B., 10 Calc., 605 . 

4524 

2N.W.,206 

328 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pago. 


Lalla Gobind Suhaye v. Munohur Misser . 

Lalla Gooman Singh v. Grant .... 

Lalla Gooroo Sahaje Singh v. Bromo Deonarain . 

Lalla Gopee Chand v, Liakut Hossein . • 

Lalla Gopee Chund. In the matter of the petition of 
Lalla Gunput Lall v» Toorun Koonwar 
Lalla Heera Lai v. Gouree Byjnath Pershad 
Lalla Heera Lall v, Monee Boy . • 

Lallah Jha v, Tullebmatool Zuhra 

Lallah Mahtab Roy v» Debee Dutt Singh • • 

Lalla Huree Lai v, Kooldeep Singh 
Lalla Imrit Lall v. Mahomed Lallzamah 
Lalla Indurjeet Lall alias Gujadhur Pershad v, Jumoona 
Lalla Isree Pershad v; Stuart .... 

Lalla Jowahir Lall Pandey v. Court of Wards 
Lalla Joynath Sahee Deo v, Lutchun Christian . 

Lalla Jugdeo Sahoy w. Digambur Roy . 

Lalla Juggeshur Sahoy v, Gopal Lall 

Lalla Jugseb Sahoy v, Kassee Nath Sein . . 

Lalla Joogul Kishore Lall v. Bhukha Chowdhry . 

Lalla Kaleo Sahoy v, Lalla Kumla Sahoy . . 

Lalla Kundee Lall Lalla Kalee Pershad • • 

Lalla Mewa Lall v. Mahato . • . 

Lalla Mitterjeot Singh v, Rajcoomar Sircar 

— V. Scott .... 

Lalla Mohabeer Pershad v, Kundun Koowar . 
Lalla Mohadeo Dyal Singh v, Chundee Pershad 
Lalla Nukched Lall v. Futteh Bahadoor Lall 
Lalla Narain Doss v. Estate of Ex-King of Delhi . 

Lalla Nowbut Lall v, Lalla Jewan Lall 

Lalla Ojhce Lall v, Lootf Ali Khan . 

Lalla Oudh Bebaree Lalla v. Mewa Koonwar . 

Lalla Poorohit Lall v, Sabeerun 

Lalla Puriag Dutt v. Bundeh Hossein 

Lalla Ram Sahoy v. Dodraj Matho 

Lalla Kam Sahoy Lall v. Chowbain . 

Lalla Ram Suhae Singh v. Lalla Oojoodhya Pershad 
Lalla Ram Surun Lall v. Lokebas Kooer . 

Lalla Roghoobuns Sahoy v. Asloo • 

Lalla Rooder Pershad v, Hurpershad Doss . • 

Lalla Sabil Chand v. Goodur Khan • 

Lalla Soeta Ram v. Ram Buksh Thakoor . . 

Lalla Seetul Pershad v, Chand Khan • 

Lalla Sham Soondur v, Sooraj Lall • 

Lalla Sheeblall v, Gholam Nubbee . • 

Lalla Sheo Narain v, Oodhun Singh • 

Lalla She%)ar8had v, Juggernath . . ' . 

Lalla Sheo Sahay Singh v. Kummorunissa Begum 
Lalla Shoobh Narain v. Nursingh Narain • • 

Lalla Singh v, Reazoonissa .... 
Lalla Sooklall Sing v, Bussoodhun , . . 

Lalla Sreedhur Narain v, Lalla Modho Pershad . 

Lalla Sreepershad v, Akoonjoo Koonwar • . 

Lalla Teeluckdaree Lall v. Court of Wards . . 

Lalla Thakoor Sahoy v, Mahomed Lootfoollah 


IW. R., 65 . 

11 W. R., 292 
W. R., 1864, Act X, 105 
25 W. R., 211 
I. L. R., 2 Calc., 128 

16 W. R., 62 
4W. R.,43 . 

11 W. R., S02 

21 W. R., 436 
25 W. R., 204 

19 W. R., 144 
18 W. R., 447 
5 W. R., 248 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 28 . 

17 W. R., 214 

16 W. R., 158 

22 W. R., 304, note 

15 W. R., 64 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 121 . 

9 W. R.. 244 

24W. R., 351 
22 W. R., 307 
25 W. R., 152 . 

18 W. R., Cr., 22 

17 W. R., 62 
8 W. R., 116 
25 W. R., 57 
24 W. R., 39 

11 Moore's 3. A., 277 . 

1. L. U., 4 Calc., 831: 2 C. 
L. R., 319. 

2 W. R., Mis. 33 

3 Agra, 82 . 

7 W. R , 368 

15 W. R., 225 . 

20 W. R., 395 . 

22 W. R., 287 . 

5 W. R., 233 

18 W. R., 39 

20 W. R., 294 . 

23 W. R., 194 
22 W. R., 187 

24 W. R., 383 . 

2 N. W., 428 

13 W. R., 441 . 

Marsh., 255 : 2 Hay, 23 

1 N. W., 180 : Ed. 1873, 258 
L. R., 10 I. A., 74 

2 W. R., Act X, 68 
20 W. R., 148 

8 W. R., 271 

W. R., 1864, 347 . ' . 

8 W. R., 294 
7 W. R., 488 
11 W. R., 149 
18 W. R., 504 . 


6533 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


3334 
2040 
1785 
54, 4815- 
277 
2199 
6791 
1869 
6762 
6111 
2021 
5764 
6117 
4931 
5789 
4172 
135 

289,2774 

6369 

877 

6394 

2351 

2489 

2762 

4101 

3910 

2283, 2448 
1736 
3036 

2712,3112 

3713 

209 

1149,1160 

1677 

3713 

573 

3412 

4136 

880, 5380 
1628 
3107 

5319, 6032 
5404 
2077 
564 
4209 
1868 
145 
2691 
4903 
1634 
318 
2356 

2444, 2449 
3918 
4852 


10 H 



6534 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST, 


Name o! Case. 


Lallah Barroomul v, OflBcial Liquidator . ‘ . 

Lallah Ehugwan Doss v. Akbar 

Lallak Bunseedhur v, Biudesereo Dutt Singh 

Lallah Gopeenath v, Jeetun Koer 

Lallah Gour Narain v. Karron Lall Tbakoor 

Lallah Mohabeer Persbad v. Kundur Koonwar 

Lallah Ramesshur Singh v, Lallah Bisseii Doyal . 

Lall Beharee Awustee v, Bholanath Dey Chakladar 

Lall Beharee Lall v. Gopee Beebee 

Lall Ghand v. Kudmoo Koonwar 

Lall Chand Ramdayal v. Gumtibai 

Lall Chand Roy. In the matter of . 

— — V. Brindabun Chunder Roy 

Lall Dharee Roy v. Brojo Lall Singh . 

Lall Dhur Rae v, Gunpnt Rae . • . . 

Lall Dokul Singh v. Lall Rooder Purtab Singh , 
Lall Doss V, Jamal Ali . . • . . 

Lallee Singh v. Amrit Kooer • . • , 

Lall Gobindyal v, Burzin . • . • • 

Lall Gopalnath Sahee Deo v, Pudum Koonwar 

Lalljee Sahoo v, Bhugwan Doss 

« ' V. Rajender Pertab Sahee • 

Lalljeet Singh v, Raj Coomar .... 

Lall Jha V. Negroo 

Lall Lutchmee Pershaud v. Bhoodhun Sing . 

Lall Mahomed v, Buzlool Hossein 

— — V. Dhoolee Ram Dass . 

V. Furhutoonissa . , 

. V. Gibbon . . . 

— V. Lall Brij Kishore . , 

— V, Peer Nuzur .... 

• — ^ V, Shona Jolla Ghazee t 

Lall Mahomed Biswas v, Watson . • 

Lall Miah v, Nazir Khalashi • . . 

Lall Mohuu Mullick v. Peary Chand Mittra 

Lall Monee Dossee v, Joynarain Shaha 

Lallmun v. Manick Ohund .... 

Lall Munee v, Pyagdut Doobey 

Lall Nath Misser v, Sheobum Pandey 

Lall Singh v, Modhoosudun Roy 

V, Zahuria ..... 

Lall Soonder Doss v. Hurry Kissen Doss 
Lallubhai v, Naran 

Lallubhai Bapubhai v, Cassibai .... 





Column 


Volume and Page. 


of 

Digest. 

s 

I. L. E.,4 Calc.,704: 3C.L.> 

946 

i 

K., 681. 

> 


1 Ind. Jur., N. a, 390 . 


‘1196, 1407 


1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 165 . 


2085 


6 W. R., 67 

• , 

3743 

, 

Marsh., 363 : 2 Hay, 447 

, 

2985 

( 

1 

i 

2Ind. Jur.,N.S,312: SW.*) 
R., 116. ) 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 406 : 26 W. ^ 

2283, 2448 

1353 

1 

R., 160. 

> 


23 W. R., 49 


1082 


18 W. R., 285 


6246 


7W. R., 632 . • . 


248 


8 Bom., 0. C., 140 • 


132, 3087 


9W. R., Cr., 37 . 


1257 


13 W. R., 226 . 


6246 


10 W. R., 401 . 


2034 


IN. W., Pt. II, p. 22: 

Ed.\ 

3996 


1873, 81. 

3 


6 W. R., P. C., 95 


3125 

V 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol, 901 

: 9-) 

3165, 3333 

X 

W. R.. 187. 

j 

3441 


17 W. R., 490 . 

• 

4466 


2 Hay, 111. 

5 W. R., Mis., 44 

8 W. R., 337 

• 

220 

3176 

535, 3008 


1 

3014 


14 W. R., 418 . 


3568 


25 W. R., 353 . 


4307 


I. L. K., 7 Calc., 717 . 


4787, 4791 


Marsh,, 474 


3076 


17 W. R., 662 . 


674 


22 W. K., 377 


6276 


16 W. R., 312 . 


2023 


22 W. R., Cr., 74 . 


4736 


17 W. R., 430 

{ 

3385, 3446 
3667 


18 W. R., 112 


326, 333 


2 W. R., S. C. C. Ref., 3 

. 

1489 


lind. Jur.,N. S., 3:4 
R., 62. 

W.J 

521, 1375 


1. L. R., 12 Calc., 696 . 


4106 


1 Ind. Jur., N. S.. 383 


5283, 6639 


11 W. R., 608 . 


4679 


1 Agra, 133 


6119 


1 N. W.. 137 : Ed. 1873, 

220 ! 

1098 


20 W. R., 92 


5100 

.. 

8 W. R., 426 


•1736, 4174 


6 N. W., 222 


5729 

V 

1 

Marsh., 113 : 1 Hay, 339 
Ind. Jur., 0. S., 632 


880, 2479 


I. L. R., 6 Bom., 719 . 


3380 


1. L. R., 5 Bom., 110 : 7 C.*^ 


fi 

L. R., 145 : L. R., 7 I. 
212. 

A.,j 

2315 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6535 


Namoof Case. 


LallubLai Bapubbai v. Mankavarbai . 

Lallu Ganesb Eanebbod Kabandas . 
Lallu Haribhai v, Eanebbod Jamnadasf 
Lallunmoiiee Dossee v. Nobin Mobun Singb 
Lai Mabomed v. Kallanus 
Lai Mabomed Bepari v, Sboila Bewa • 

Lai Mabomed Biswas v, Watson • 
Lalman v, Mannu Lai • 

Lai Mobun Holdar v, Mabadeb Katee 
Lalmoney Dossee v, Juddoonautb Shaw 
Laloo v. Adam Sircar 
Laloo Sirkar «. Jogut Kisbore Acbaijea 
Lai Saboo v. Deo Narain Singb 

Lai Seetla Bux v, Jankee Koer 

Lai Sbunkur Bux v, Jankee Koer 

Lai Singb v, Deo Narain Singb 

— - V, Kunjan . • 

Lalti Kuar v, Ganga Bisban 
Lalubbai Sureband v, Bai Amrit 

Lain Muiji Thakar v. Kasbibai • 

Lalun V. Hemraj Singb . . • 

Lalun Mani v, Bebari Lai Mookerjeo 

Lalunmonee v, Ajoodbya Earn Kban 


Volume and Page. 



I 


{ 

! 


I. L. E., 2 Bom., 388 . | 

I. L. E., 2 Bom., 641 , 

10 Bom., 96 . . • 

25W. E., 32 

I. L. E., 11 Calc., 619 • 

11 C. L. E., 104 . 

4W. E.,62: lind. Jur., N.) 

S., 3. i 

I. L. E.. 6 All., 19 ... 

B. L. E., Sup. Vol., 909 : 9 ) 
W. E., 193. j 

1 Ind. J ur., N. S., 319 . 

17 W. B., Cr., 37 . . f 

13C. L. E.,203 . 

I. L. B., 3 Calc., 781 : 2 C. > 
L. R., 294,. i 

L. B., 5 I. A., 1 ; 1 C. L. E., 1 
318. i 

L. R., 6 I. A., 1 : 1 C. L. R., > 
318. > 


I. L. R., 8 All., 279 . 

1. L. R., 4 All., 387 . 

7 N. W., 261 
I. L. R., 2 Bom., 299 . 

I. L. E,, 10 Bom., 400 . 

20 W. E., 76 
7 B. L. E., Ap., 30 

23 W. E., 61 . 


Lalun Moneo v, Sona Monee Dabeo 
Lamb V, Bejoy Kisbeu Dass 

• V, Dewan Puddum Loebun • 

Lamouroux v, Eville 

Land Acquisition Act, 1870. In tbe matter of 

Land Mortgage Bank of India. In tbe matter of 

— — V, Amudbboy Hubibbboy 

— V, Bidyadbari Dasi 

' — V. Elmes 

— V, Judoo Natb Gbuttuck 

— — V, Mebtus • 

■ V. Moti 

“■■■ ” ■ V. Munsur AH 

— — Neeloo ^hutto 

■ ^ — — V. Eadha Krishna Dutt . 

^ V, Earn Euttun Neogy . 

V. Eoy Luebmiput Singh 

— — V, Vishnu Goviud Pa- > 


tankar. 

Langlois v. Eattray 
Laraiti v. Earn Dial 


22W.R., 334 . 

8 Moore’s I. A., 427 
Marsh., 96: W. E., P. 

28 : 1 Hay. 168. ) 

lInd. Jur., N. S., 274 . 

11 B. L. E., 280; 17 W. E.,) 

221. i 

I. L. E., 2 Calc., 103 . 

6 B. L. R.,Ap., 140 . 

I. L. E., 8 Bom., 35 • 

7 C. L. E., 460 .. . 

25 W. E., 332 .. . 

26 W. R., 176 .. . 

4 B. L. E., Ap., 96 . . 

I.L. E.,8 All., 64 

1 C. L. R., 239 . 

21 W. E., 125 .. . 

25 W, R., 323 • • . 

21 W. E., 270 • 

8 C. L. R., 447 .. . 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 670 . 

3 Ci L. E., 1 . . • 

I. L. R., 6 All., 224 . 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


1944, 2316 
2534, 2638 
3167 
5710 
2616 

1101, 2847 
1682 
287 

521, 1375 
3022 
3288. 

2799, 2827 
4097, 4435 
6166 
3808 

6179 

5604 

6604 

2187’ 

198 

2422 

6142 

1497, 1892 
3562 
4169 
2709 

1581, 1586 
2996 

2978, 3869 
5463 

6008 

1371 

2949 

2949 

129 

2614 

3640 

469 

545 

5863 

6187 

1763 

4859 

2715 

4347 

3640 

5381 

54 

3741, 4972 



6536 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Kame of Case. 


Larlee v, Bunsee Ditchit .... 
Larrymore v, Pernendoo Deo Rai 
Lasmani Dcbia v, Mahomined Hafezulla 

Latapie. In re 

Latcnmana Ran Saib v. Rogunatha Rau 

Latcbman Pundeh v, Maddan Mohun Shjc . 
Latham v, Hurruckchand Sooratram . 

Lati Kooer v. Sobadra Koocr . 

Latoo Mundle Bhoobun Mohun Cbat^'^rjee 
Latore Mistree v, Agamuddee Nushjo 
Lauder v. Eastern &ngal Railway Co. 

Lavergne v. Hooper .... 
Lawless v. Calcutta Landing and Shipping Co. 

Lazar v, Colla Ragava Chetty . 

Leake v. Daniel 

Leckie. In the goods of . • • 

V, Joygobindonath Roy . 

Ledgard v. Bull 

Ledlie u. Bhadoo Poramanick . 

V. Doorga Mouee Dossee . 

■ V. Gopal Mundul .... 

Lee Chengalroya Naicker. In the goods of 
Leeladhur v, Bhiigwuut .... 
Leelanuud Singh. In the matter of • 

* In the matter of the petition o 

— V, Basheeroonissa • • 

■' — — — V, Court of Wards . 

— V. Doorgabutty 

V, Government of Bengal . 


- V, Ishuree Nundun Dutt Jha 

- u. Lakhputtee Thakoorani 

- V, Lakchmissar Singh 

■ V, Luchmunur Singh 
‘ V, Luckimpur Singh Bahadur 

V, Mohendro Narain Singh 

V, Moheshur Singh . 

— V, Monorunjnn Singh 

, ,, Munrunjun Singh 

■ V, Nirput Mahtoon . 

— — V, Nusseeb Singh 

V. Ram Narain Singh 

Sarwan Singh 

Legal Remembrancer. In the matter of the petition 
V. Radhoo Chum Ash 



Column 

Volume and Page. 

of 

Digest. 

3 N. W., 70 

3742 

14 W. R., Cr., 32 

4371 

3 B. L. R.y Ap*9 96 • 

6741 

Cor., 4 • • . 

2663 

6 Mad., 299 

775 

1. L. R., 6 CaJe., 613 : 7 C. ] 
L. R., 621. j 

1866, 3518 

1. L. R., 4 Bom., 314 . . 

2683 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 720 : 2 C. 

3553, .3831 

L. R.. 76. 

6437 

17 W. R., 361 . 

2742 

14 W. R., 482 . 

6245 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 320 . 

1052 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 149 . 

1718, 6013 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 627 . 

3196, 4598 

6 W. R., P. C., 126: 2} 
Moore’s I. A., 80. 

5377 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 970: 10 

1883 

W. R., P. B., 10. 

10 W. R., 337 . 

3517 

15 B. L. R., Ap., 8 

3088 

7 C. L. R.. 114 . 

1210 

L. R., 13 I. A.,134:I.L.R, 

294, 2799 

9 All., 191. 

4335, 6018 

IIW.R.,568 

1376 

21 W. R., 410 . 

5636 

17 W. R., 91 

1036 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 148 . 

3093 

3 N. W., 39 

5997 

1 C. L. R., 273 . 

4502, 4503 

7 W. R.. 168 

4407 

16 W. R., 102 . 

3419, 4229 

14 W. R., 387 . 

1206,1211 

W. R., 1864, 249 . 

4 W., R. P. C., 77: 6 

2039 

2035 

Moore’s I. A., 101. 

1 W. R., P. C., 20 ; 9 Moore’s 

I. A., 479. 

6794 

8 W. R., 316 

6108 

22W. R,231 . 

1758. 1761 

14 W. R., P. C., 23 : 13 
Moore’s I. A., 490. 

274, 3826 

lOC.L. R., 169 . 

4128 

6 B. L. R., 606 . . 

274 

13 W. B., P. C., 7 : 13* 
Moore’s I. A., 57. ^ 

4128, 5985 

3 W. R., P. C., 19: 10 ( 

647, 4128 

Moore's L A., 81. J 

4395 

6 W. R., 101 

2033, 3068 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 261 . 

2037 

17 W. R., 306 . 

96 

6 W. R., 80 

2034 

16 W. R., 415 . 

2694, 2707 

6 W. R., 292 

2034 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 491 . 

6029 

18 W. R., Cr., 3 . 

5564 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 601 . 

1626 


LeGeyt v. Harvey 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


€637 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pago. 


Lein Tu Queen-Empress . • • . . I. L. R., 11 Calc., 10 . 

Lekhamani Ranga Krishna Mutta Vira Puchaya > 0 208 

Naikar* j ** • . i 

Lekhraj e, Paleeram . . . . • - IN. W., 162 : Ed. 1873, 241 

2 N. W., 210 


Lekhraj Kooer v. Sirdar Dyal Singh 
Lekhraj Roy v, Buckland . 

V, Court of Wards 

Kanhya Singh 


. — Kunhya Singh . 

■ ' " ■■■"» Mahtab Chand . 

• V. Motee Madhub Sein . 

17. Mutty Madhub Sen 

Lekhraj Singh v. Dulhma Kuar • 

Lekraj Kuar f7. Mahpal Singh • 

Lekraj Roy v, Becharam Misscr 
— — 17. Kanhya Singh . 

■ 17. Mahtab Chund . • 

Lelanund Singh i7. Luchraunur Singh 
Lelim Tewaree v. Govindgecr Gossain 
Leman v. Damodaraya 
Leslie. In the matter of the petition of 

■ 17. Allender . . . • 

■ ■ 17. Inglis • . , • 

■' — ■ 17 Land Mortgage Bank of India 

JJ, "« !■ 

— 17. Panchanan Mitter 

Lethbridge i7. Prohlad Sen • 

Lewin «7, Morrison .... 

^ Lewis, In re 
Likhun Pathuk i7. Roop Lai 
Lila Morji i7. Vasudev Moreshvar Ganpule 
Lilanand Singh i7. Government . 

■■■■ ' 17. Lukhimpur Sing . 

— ■ 17. Munorunjun Singh 

Lillu 17. Annaji Parashram 

Linda Koya. In re. The petition of 
Lindsay. In re . 

Linga Gaundan v. Doddali 
Lingammal i7*. Chinna Yenkatammal . 

Liquidators of Indian Peninsular, London, and China ] 
Bank i7. Scott. J 

Llewhellin i7. Chunni Lai .... 


26W. R.,497 . 

6 W. R., Act X, 65 

14 W. R., 395 . 

14 W. R., 262 . 

17W.R.,4S5 

18 W. R., 494 . 

L.R.,1I. A..317 
I. L. R., 3 Calc., 210: L. R.,*) 
4 I. A., 223. j 

21 W. R., 147 . 

15 W. R., 333 . 

14 W. R., 95 

I. L.'R.,4 All.,302 
I. L. R., 5 Calc., 744 : 6 C. •) 
L. R., 593 : L. R., 7 I. A., [ 
63. ) 

7 W. R., 52 . . . 

L. R., 1 1. A., 317 

10 B. L. R., 35 : 14 Moore’s 1 
I. A., 393 ; 17 W. R., 117. j 

lOC.L. R., 169 . 

Marsh., 64; 1 Hay, 132 
I. L. R., 1 Mad., 158 . 

9 B. L. R., 171 . 

30B.L. R., 68:18 W. R., 474 

17 W. R., 390 .. . 

1 Hyde, 67 . 

17W. R.,160 . 
18W.R.,269 . 

6 B. L. R., 668: 15 W. R.,1 

0. C., 1. j 

19W. R.,301 . 

2 Agra, Pt. II, 161 
6 Bom., 0. C., 42 
3N. W.,48 

11 Bom., 283 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 114 . 

5 B. L. R., 606 • 

13B.L. R., 124:L R-» I- A.,*) 

Sup. Vol., 181. i 

I. L. R, 5 Bom., 387 . [ 

I. L. E., 1 Bom., 225 
I. L. E., 4 Mad., 121 

6 Mad., 307 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 227 
I. L. R., 6 Mad., 239 

6 Bom., O. C., 167 
I. L. R., 4 All, 423 


1047,6244 

911,1811 

2679 

2462 

196 

4473, 5984 
3077 
3066 

272, 5145 
272 


2696 

1708 

900, 4201 
4676 
363 


2090, 4654 

4128 

2802 

3601,5877 

2826 

5926 

298 

3084 

1934 

2826 

3350, 4681 

1870, 3519 
1199, 1371 
3812 
4931 

2409, 3978 
2037 
274,3826 

2037, 3068 

4456, 4464 
4499 
604 
4607 
1425 

4276,5965 
4045, 4414 

2626 



6538 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pof^o. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Lloyd v» Sogra 

Loburi Domini v, Assam Railway and Trading Co. 
Lochun Chowdbry v, Anup Singh 
Lochnn Mnndul v, Wuzeer Pnramanick 
Lochun Singh v. Hot Narain Singh . 

■ ' — - V, Nemdharee Singh 

Lodai Mollah v, Kally Dass Boy 

Lodhi Singh v, Ishri Singh • . • . 

Logan V, Kunji ...... 

Loganada Mudali v. Ramasvami 
Login V. Princess Victoria Gourama of Ccorg . 
Lokenath Ghose v, Jugobundhoo Roy 
Lokenath Gossamee v. Monmohuu Gossamee 
Lokenath Kar. In the matter of the petition of 
Lokenath Mullick «. Odqy Churn Mullick . 

Lokenath Roy v. Collector of Beerbhoom 
Lokenath Sahoo v, Tukeer Singh 
Loke Nath Sircar v, Queen-Empress .* 

Lokenath Surma Keshab Ram Doss 

V, Ooma Moyee Debee 

Lokessur Eoer v. Purgun Roy .... 
Lokhee Narain Roy Chowdhry «. Kally Puddo Bando- 
padhya. 

Loki Mahto v, Agboree A jail Lall 


Loknarain Singh v. Myna Koer 

Lolit Coomar Bose v, Ishan Chunder Chuckerbutty 

Lolitta Dossia v, Ruttun Mollee Bhuttacharjee 

Loll Jha «. Bhugmunt Narain Jha ... 

London, Bombay, and Mediterranean Bank v, Badee 
Beebee. 

London, Bombay, and Mediterranean Bank v, Bhanji 
Zutani. 

London, Bombay, and Mediterranean Bank v, Burjorji 
Sorabji Ly walla. 

London, Bombay, and Mediterranean Bank v. Dada- 
bhoy Cursetji Maju. 

London, Bombay, and Mediterranean Bank v. Govind 
Ramchandra. 

London, Bombay, and Mediterranean Bank v, Hormasji 
Pestanji Pramji. 

London, Bombay, and Mediterranean Bank v, Mahomed 
Ibrahim Parkar. 

London, Bombay, and Mediterranean Bank v, Pestanji 
Dhunjibhoy, 

Longbottom v. Satoor ..... 

Loolochuna Dayee v. Durp Narain Bose 

Looloo Singh v, Rajendur Laha . • • 


Lootf Ali V, Aboo Bibee . 

— V, Budrool Huq 

■ ■■ V. Shib Dyal Singh 

Lootf Ali Meah v, Pearee Mohnii Roy 
Lootf Hossein v, Dursun Lall Sahoo . 


25 W. R., 313 , 

1164 

I. L. U., 10 Calc., 916 

2767 

8 C. L. R., 426 . 

4170 

13 W. R., 464 

773 . 

24 W. R., 232 

325, 4898 

20 W. H., 170 . 

2162,2462 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 238; 10 C.^ 
L. R., 681. J 

4268 

I. L. R., 6 All., 205 

6087, 6890 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., no . , . 

6692 

1 Mad., 384 .. . 

2194 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 109 . 

2281 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 297 . 

6033 

20W. R.,293 . 

6282 

18W. R.,Cr.,2 . 

6066 

I.L. R.,7Calc.,644 . 

130 

W. R., 1864, 338 . 

353 

Marsh., 630 

193 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 349 . 

6657 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 147 • 

1425,4038 

1 W. R., 107 

2366 

1. 1. R.. 7 Calc., 418 . 

4466, 6122 

23 W. R., 368 : L. R., 2 I. 
A., 164. 

486, 1713 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 144:4C.L.l 
R., 465. 3 

2397.4918 

2 Ind. Jur.. N. S., 191:7 W.) 
R., 199. 

3261 

10 C. L. R., 258 . 

813 

10 W. R., 208 . 

1762 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 104 . 

1675 

I. L. R.. 6 Bom., 42 . 

2816 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 116 . 

6097 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 346 . 

944, 2673 
6226 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 682 . 

948 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 223 . 

947 

8 Bom., 0. G.| 200 • 

944, 2673 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 619 • 

1207, 6689 
6236 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 156 

824 . 

1 Mad., 429 

6206 

12 W R., 96 

616 

8 W. R., 364 

2084, 4033 
6239 

15 W. R., 203 . 

3496, 6582 

21 W. R., 119 . 

1601 

8 W. R., 612 

3006 

16 W. R., 223 . 

1718 

23 W. R., 424 • 

2086 



TABLE OP CASHS IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Lootfulhuck *t?. Gopee Chunder Mojoomdar 

Lootfur All Khan v. Sadda Brut Pershad 
Loot Narain Singh v, Showkee Lall • 
Looyee Dhur Atto v, Prosunoo Moyee Dosaee 
I>crpe8 V. Lopes • . . . • 

Lopez V, Driberg , • • • • 

- - — V. Lopez , • • . . 

■■■ ' ■— V, Maddan Thakoor 


V, Muddun Mohan Thakoor • 


Lopotee Domnee v, Tikha Moodai • 
Lotf Ali Khan v. Afzuloonissa Begum 

V. Court of Wards 

• V. Kashee Dyal . 

Lotf Aly V. Gujraj Thakoor 
Lotfoollah V. Nusseebun . 

Lotlikar v, Lotlikar • • 

— D, Wagle . . • 

Loughnan v. Joosub Bhulladina 
Louis. In the matter of . • 

Love. In re . • 

■ V, Ainsworth • 

Lowa Jha v. Bisseshur Singh . 


I. L. R., 6 Calc., 941: 6 C. L.( 
R., 402 ; 

W. R., 1864, Mis., 36 , 

2 C. L. K., 382 . 

20 W. R., 267 . 

6 Bom., O. C., 172 
W. R., 1864, Act X, 67 

L L. R., 12 Calc., 706 . 

6 B. L. R , 621 : 13 Moore’s 
I. A.. 467 : 14 W. R., P. 
C.. 11. 

13 Moore's I. A., 467 : 14 W.S 
R.. P. C., 11 : 6 B. L. R., [ 

621. J 

8W.R.,Cr.,67 . 

3W. R., 113 
6 W. R., Mis.. 127 
IW. R.,6 . . 

IIW. R.,408 . 

10 W. R., 24 . . . 

1. L. R., 5 Bom., 648 • » 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 596 • • 

6 Moore’s I. A., 137 • 

15 B.L. R.,Ap., 14 . 

9 B.L. R., Ap., 35: 18 W.) 

R., Cr., 44. 

22 W. R., 336 . 

11 W. R., 6 


Lucas V. Stephen ••••.. 

Lucheeram v. Mahaniram • • • • 

Luchi Behara v. Nityanund Doss • . 

Luchman Bharti v. Dukharan Bharti 

Luchman Lall v. Ham Lall • . . . 

Luchmee Buksh Roy v, Runjeet Ram Panday 

Luqhmee Chund. In the matter of the petition of 
■ < — '■* V. Bengal Coal Company 

V, Zorawur Mull 

Luchmee Chund Radhakishen v, Zorawar Mull 


Luchmeedhur Pattuck v, Rughoobur Singh 


Luchmeedhur Singh v. Ekhal Ali . . . 

Luchmee Kant Ghose v. Bamun Dass Mookerjee . 
Luchmee Koer alias Bhngobutty Koer v, Futteh Sii 
Luchmee Koonwar v, Bhugwan Doss , 

Luchmee Narain v, Bhairow Pershad 
■ ' V. Bhairow Pershad 

— V, Bheemul Doss 

— V. Bhyroo Pershad . 

— V. Choomun Meah 


)gh 


• I’yle 

• V, Shudasheo Singh • 


9 W. R., 301 

1 Agra, 10 . • 

19 W. R., Cr., 66 
6 C. L. R., 138 . 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 621:8 C.L. 
R., 115. 

13 B.L. R., 177: 20 W. R.,! 
376. 

I. L. L., 8 Calc., 317 . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 317 . 

6 Moore’s I. A-, 204 
1 W. R., P. C., 35 : 8 Moore’s 1 
I. A., 291. 

24 W. R., 284 . 

8 W. R., 76 
17 W. R., 472 . 

24 W. R., 400 . 

6 W. R., Mis., 116 
1 Agra, Mis., 4 . 

1 Agra, Mis., 6 
8 W. R., 500 

1 Agra, Mis., 11 , ' . 

14 W. R., 184 . 

2 N. W., 150 

5 W. R., Mis., 12 


6589 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


1185 

187 

6168 

6753 

1679, 6042 
4077 

1562, 3786 
6099 

43, 6506 


43, 6606 

3603, 3738 
3293, 6213 
6116 
6347 
8978 

1460, 1777 
427 
2266 
2832 
' 6026 

1162 

966 

300, 322 
1487, 6119 
6136 
4902 
972 
4663 

1131 

3118, 3213 
4592 

^34,4691 
924, 4591 
4644,4646 

2820 

333, 1742 
6108 
2164 

1892, 3457 
‘ 476 
80 
2648 
209 
3727 
6468 
3318 
364, 367 
368 

2708, 3204 



6540 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Luchmee Narain Sahee v, Kashukee Dutt Jha 
Luchmee Narain Shaha v, Jutadharee Holdar 
Luchmee Narain Shaha alias Qopeenath Shaha 
Eooohil Kant Hoy. 

Luchmee Narain Singh Gibbon 
Luchmeenath Singh Madho Dass Sahoo . 
Luchmee Persad v. Hamgolam Singh 
Luchmee Pershad v, Fuzeelutoonissa Bibee 

Luchmee Pershad Doobey v, Kallasoo 


Luchmee Pershad Narain Singh ». Tiluckdharee Singh . 

Luchmeepnt v, Lekraj Hoy • . • • . 

Luchmeeput Dokur w. Jugutinder Bun wary Lall . 
Luchmeeput Doogur v, J ugut Indur Tewaree 
Luchmeeput Doss e. Enact Ali . . ... 

Luchmeeput Singh. In the matter of the petition of 

— ' ' V. Adoyto Churn Mullick 

Jowahur Ali . 

■ V, Jungulee KuUyan Doss 

1 ^. — I— ■ . Khoobunissa .... 

■ " ■ — V, Moshuruff Ali .... 

V. Nund Coomar Goepto 

, t;, Raj Coomaree Dabea 

Luchmeeput Singh Doogur v, Humphrey * 
Mooktakashee Debia 

■ — Woomanath Mundul 

Luchmenauth Doogur v, Haradhun Mookeijee 
Luchmeput Dogare v, Sibnarain Mundle . . 

Luchmessur Singh v, Leelanund Singh • . | 

Luchmeswar Singh u. Lutf Ali Khan .... 
Luchmi Dai Koori v. Asman Sing . « 

Luchmi Dass v, Pallat Lall .... 
Luchmi Narain Singh v, Assrup Koer 
Luchmi# Nath v, Maharaja of Vizianagram 
Luchmiput Singh. In the matter of . 

^ In the matter of the petition of 

■ V. Amir Alum 

V. Lekraj Roy 
V, Secretary of State 

V, Sita Nath Doss . 

Luchmissur Singh v. Dakho .... 

■ v. Hunglal .... 

Luchmon Sahai Chowdhry v, Kanchun Ojhain 

Luchmun v, Saidho 

Luchmun Chunder Geer Gossain «. Kalli Churn Singh 
Luchmun Chunder Singh v, Kaleechum Singh 



Column 

Volume and Page. 

of 

Digest. 

8 W. R., 107 .. . 

4527 

7 W. B., 89 . . . 

3427 

6 W. R.. Act X, 46 

1604 

14W.R.,197 . 

2326 

2N.W.,70 

1496 

2 W. R., Act X, 30 

1604 

7W. R.,367 

B. L. B.,Sup.Vol., 620 : 2 

4674 

Ind. Jur., N. S.,89: 7 W. 

2761 


R., 176. 

24W. R.,296 . . ; 

I 

8W. R., 415 . . I 

Marsh., 195 : 1 Hay, 469 
W. R., 1864, Mis., 5 . 

22 W. R., 346 . 

14 W. R., Cr., 17 
24 W. R., 462 . 

18 W. R., 497 . 

9 W. R., 147 
14 W. R., 280 . 

26 W. R., 80 

22 W. R., 388 . 

23 W. R., 275 . 

14 W. R., 101 . 

9 W. R., 388 

10 W. R., 490 . 

2 Hay, 96 . . 

1 Hyde, 97 

L. R., 4 Calc., 599 : 3C.L.1 
R., 427. i 

8B.L. R.,110 . 

I.L. R., 2 Calc., 213 : 25 W.l 
R., 421. j 

23 W. R., Cr., 64 
I. L. R., 9 Calc., 43 
7 N. W., 310 
14 W. R., Cr., 3 . 

18 W. R., Cr., 43 
I. L. R., 9 Calc., 176 : 12 C. > 
L. R., 22. ) 

2 W. R., Mis., 66 

11 B.L. R.,Ap., 28:20 W.) 

R., 11. ) 

I.L. R., 8 Calc., 477: IOC.) 

L. R., 517. S 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 708 : 10 C. 1 
L. R, 127. j 

I.L. R.,7 Calc., 708: IOC.-) 
L. R., 127. ] 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 626 . 
4N.W.,169 
19W.K.,292 . 

12W.R.,293 . 


3130, 3135 
3231 

460, 5453 
6460 
1884 
3776 

2976, 6107 
4095 
806.6451 
1912 

1612, 1762 
878 
303 
4943 
546 
450 

5451, 6^154 
1763 
1494 
5586 

5249 

629, 2694 
1461, 2172 
4609 

S261, 3268 
6416 

4103, 4724 
3611 

3663 

209 

2604 

204 

4787, 4791 

4787,4791 

3270, 4860 
2882 

1712, 2498 
276 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6541 


Name of Case. 


Yolamo and Page. 


Luchmun Dass v, Giridhur Chowdhry 

Luohmun Dass v» Narayan • 

Luchmun Doss v, Heera Lai • 

V, Priag Dutt . 

Luchmun Koonwar v, Luchmun Bhukut 
Luchmun Lall v, Mohun Lall Bhaya Gayal 
Luchmun Lall Doobey v, Hursohoy Lall 
Luchmun Persad v, Ameer All . 

Luchmun Persad Singh v» Kishun Persad Singh 

Luchmun Pershad v, Juggernath Doss 

■ V. Maharanee of Burdwan 

■ ■ " V. Moonnee Koonwer 

■ V, Nimhoo Pershad • 

V, Rumzan Ali 

Luchmun Pershad Gorge. In the matter of the pe- 1 
tition of. ) 

— V. Lukhun Churn Kur 

Luchmun Ramonooj Doss v. Ramhuree Roy • 
Luchmun Ram Unooj v, Watson .... 
Luchmun Sahae Chowdhry v. Seami Jha • 

Luchmun Singh v, Kazim Ali Khan .... 

. ' ' ' ■ V. Mahomed Hossein 

. — ■ — V, Miriam 

■ V* Narain ..... 

V, Shuinshere Singh 

— V, Tirbani Baksh .... 

Luchmun Suhae Chowdry v, Gujraj Jha 
Luchomun Pershad v. Debee Pershad . . 

Luckeemonee Dosseo v, Shunkurree Doasee . . • 

Luckhee Debea Chowdhrain v, Gooroodoss Sein 
Luckhee Debia Chowdhrain v. Collector of Mymensingh . 

V, Malick 

Luckhee Kant Doss v, Deen Dyal Doss 

■ ■ V. Shib Ch under Chuckerbutty 

Luckhee Kant Dutt v. J ugobundhoo Chuckerbutty 
Luckhee Monee Dossee v, Bhoobun Mohun Bose . 
Luckhee Monee Dossia v. Rajkishore Paul . . 

Luckhee Narain Aung Bheem v, Sooruj Monee Pat 

Mohadaye. 

Luckhee Narain Chuckerbutty v, Ramchand Sircar 

- — V, Taramonee Dossee 

Luckhee Narain Roy v. Ram Mohun Doss 
Luckhee Prea Dabea v. Juggodumba Dabea 
Luckee Prea Debia v, Brindabun Dey • 

Khyroollah Kazee 

Luckhee Ram Doss v. Joysunkur Gooho 
Luckhey Money Dossee v, Khetter Coomary Dossee 

Luckhi Narain Mitter v. Khettro Pal Singh Roy 
Luckhydass Mustoofee v. Jogeshur Mookerjee 
Luckhy Narain v. Kally Puddo Baneijee . | 

Luckhy Narain Nagory. In the matter of the petition of 

Luckmee Ram v. Mahani Ram 

Luckmidas Khimji v, Mulji Canji .... 


I. L. R., 6 Calc., 866 
L. R., 473. 

:6C. 

2173 

3 N. W„ 191 


2092,3860 

3 N. W., 187 


809 

2 Agra, 305 


4867 

7 W. R., 79 


3216 

16 W. R., 179 . 


2111, 2223 

W. R., 1864, 361 . 


4906 

W. B., 1864, Mis., 15 


209 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 218: 
L. R., 425. 

10 c.i 

3643 

W. R., 1864, 2 . 

• 

3121 

17 W. R., 181 . 

• 

4198 

1 Agra, 220 • 

• 

2360 

17 W. R., 266 

• 

8191 

8 W. R., 613 


3204 

] 18 W. E., Cr., 22 


2699 

. 3 C. L. R., 74 . 


4965 

. 22 W. E., 67 


6308 

. W. R., 1864, 146 


184, 289 

. 5 W. R., Act X, 93 


1178 

. 5 W. R., 219 


3168 

. 1 Agra, Rev., 42 . 

• 

538 

. 6 W. R., 219 

• 

3168, 3334 

. 2 N. W., 186 

• 

3497 

. L. R., 2 I. A., 68 

% 

6132 

. 14B. L. R., 373 . 

• 

6132 

. 4 W. R., 45 

• 

3107 

. 1 W. R., 317 

• 

2293 

. 2 W. R., 252 


6242 


W. R., 1864, Act X, 54 4602 

7W. R., 231 . . 4471 

W. R., 1864, 237 . 5748 

14W.R.,82 . . 3335 

12W.R.,416 . . 1137 

IIW. R.,661 . . 3748 

23W. R., 147 . . 197 

4W. R., 106 . . 5767 

2 W. R., Mis., 6 . . 92 ^ 

6W.R.,Mis.,63 . . 3497 

3W. R., 92 . . 2020 

13W. R.,151 . . 2888 

3 W. R.. Act X, 8 . 539 

12W. R., 313 . . 4412,6326 

14W. R.,367 . . 3248 

7 W. R., 236 . . ' 4976 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 117 . 4399,4424 

13 B. L. R., 146 : 20 W. R., 3184, 3344 

380 : 24 W. R., 407, note, j 4971, 5324 
Marsh., 662 : 2 Hay, 667 1060 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 882 : 4 C. L. 3835 

24 W. R.,Cr., 24 . . 6168 

1 Agra, 10 • • . 2814 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 295 . 6717 



6542 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Vamcof Case. 


Luckmidas Vitbaldas v, Ebrabim Oosman . 
Luckumsey Ookerda v. Pazulla Cassumbhoy 
Luckumsey Rowji v, Hurbun Nursey 

Lucky Churn Chowdhry v, Budurrunnissa . 

Luddun Sahiba. In the matter of the petition of . 

■ — > V, Kamar Kudar 

Luddy v» Johnson •••••• 

Lukhee Kanto Dass Chowdhiy Sumeeruddi Lusker 

Lukhee Kant Sein v, Ramdeyal Doss 
Lukhee Monee Dossee v. Brojo Bullub Seal 

■■■' V, Taramonee Gooptea 

Lukheenarain Hitter v, Seetanath Ghose 

Lukhimoni Dasi v. Koruna Kant Moitro . • 

Lukhi Moni Haidar v. Gunga Gobind Mundle 
Lukh Ram v, Bunsee Dhur .... 
Lukhun Ch under v. Modhoo Mookhee Dossee 
Lukhun Singh v, Nuffnr Sing .... 
Lukbykant Bose. In the matter of the petition of 

Lukhynarain Chuttopadhya v, Gorachand Gossamy 

Lukkea Debea v, Gungagobind Dobey • • 

Lukmidas Khimji v. Purshotam Haridas • 

Luleeta Kooer v. Collector of Tirhoot . . 

Liileet Mohun Roy Chowdhry v. Sowtra Beebee . 
Luleet Narain Deo v, Juggurnath Misser . 

Luleet Narain Gossamee v, Keshub Deb Gossamce 
Luleet Narain Singh v. Gopal Singh • 

■ ■ V, Narain Singh • 

Luleet Pandey v, Byjnath Singh 

Luleet Singh v, Ali Reza • . • . 

Lullee V. Ram Pershad 

Lulleet Biswas v, Prosonnomoyee Dossee • 

I^lloo Singh V, Thakoor Pershad 
Lungessur Kooer v, Sookba Ojha • 

Lungut Hahtoon v, Rameshur Roy • 

Lutafut Hossein v, Chowdhry Mahomed Moonem 

Dutchman Sahai Chaodhri v, Rai Jang Bahadur • 

Lutcheemund Sett v. Komulmoney Dossee . 
Lutchmeeput Dogaree v. Kenaram Sen 

Lutchmeeput Singh v, Sadaulla Nushyo • 

Lutchmun v, Jogul Kishore • • • • 

Lutebmun Pershad v. Dabee Deen • * • 

Lutchoo Khan v. Foley . . . • • 

Lutchumanan Chetty v, Mutta Iburaki Marakkayer 
Luteefoonissa v, Goor Surun Dass • • 

Luteefoonissa Beebee v, Poolin Behary Sen 



Column 

Volttmo and Page. 

of 

Digest. 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 644 . 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 177 . 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 680 . 

1. L. R., 9 Calc., 627: 12 C. L. \ 

197, 198 
4248 
1609 

240 

R..484. ) 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 736:11 C.> 

3647. 3700 

L. R.. 237. ] 

3702 

1. lu R., 8 Calc., 736: 11 C.l 

3647, 3700 

L. R., 237. j 

3702 

*6 B. L. R., 141 . 

2816 

13 B. L. R., 243 : 21 W. R.,) 
208. ) 

6110, 6114 

Marsh., 281 : 2 Hay, 288 

11 W. R., 1.S2 . 

lind. Jur., 0. S., 22 : Marsh., I 
29 : Hay, 67. > 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 317: 61 

881 

3365 

2304 

6324 

W. R., Act X, 8. j 

3 C. L. R., 609 . 

1783, 1994 
4400 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 126 

1618 

5 N. W. 180 .. . 

223 

5W.R.,278 

2342 

6W. R., 311 

6106 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 180 . 

6943 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 116: 12 C.) 
L. R., 89. j 

1766, 6749 

W.R., 1864,66 . 

2284 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 700 . 

4263 

19 W. R., 283 

6363 

10 W. R., 42 

6126, 5132 

8 W. R., 476 

1378 

16 W. R., 209 

4956 

9 W. R., 145 

1665, 4317 

1 W. R., 333 

6986 

14 W. R., 285 

8 W. R., 322 

4918 

2700 3816 

6830 

2 Agra, 34 . • • 

313 

10 B. L. R., 353, note . 

1148 

2 N. W., 249 

667 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 151 . 

679 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 64 . 

637 

22 W. R.. 269 .. . 

4028 

I. L. R.. 8 Calc., 224 : L. R., ' 

8 I. A., 210. J 

3407 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 9 

1 Ind. Jur.. N. S., 393 . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 698:12; 

129 

426 

C. L. R.. 382. J 

3232 

3 Agra, 99 • 

1640, 4902 

3 Agra, 264 

1177 

24 W. R., 273 

4176 

5 Mad., 90 

3210 

18 W. R., 486 

146, 1846 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 10 : W. R., 

1606, 3044 

F. B., 31 & 91. 

6760 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6548 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Luteefoonissa Biboe v. Luckeemonee Dossee 
l^uteefooDisBa Bibee v, Kajaoor Buhman 

Luteefoonnissa Beebee v, Poolin Bebary Sein 
Luteefun v. Bego Jan • . • • 

V. Rajroop Singh 

Lutifunissa Bibi w. Nazirun Bibi 
Lutf Ali Khan v, Afzalunissa Begum . 

’ V. Fikira Singh .... 

Lutful Huq V, Sumbhudin Pattuck . 

Luifullah v, Kirat Ghand . • • • 

Luthi Bewa. In 

Lutifunnissa Bibi v, Nazirun Bibi . • 

Lutpotee Doomony V. Tikha Moodoi • • * 

Lutfceefunnissa Bibee Poolin Beharee Sein 

Luvar Chunilal Icbharam v, Luvar Tribboban Lai Das 
Luximon Row Sadasew v, Mullar Row Bajee 
Lyakut Ali v. Court of Wards .... 
Lyall & Co. v. A morabutty Dossee 

■ V. Ram Cbunder Bagdee • • • 

. ■ w. Sam Mundle 

Lyell V. Ganga Dai 
Lyon V. Banessur Paul • 

— V, Gray 
Lyons v. Betts 
Lyster v, Ko Mihone 


Marsh., 93 : 1 Hay, 161 
8W.R.,84 

W. R., F. B., 31 : 1 Ind. 1 
Jur., O.S., 10:1 Hay, 242.) 
5W. R.. 120 

10 B.L.R.,361 : 19W.R., > 

185. ) 

I. L. R., II Calc., 33 . 

9 B. L. R., 348: 16 W. R.,*) 

P. C., 20. j 

6 C. L. R., 208 . 

I. L. R.,. 8 Calc., 248: 10 C. 
L. R., 143. 

13 B. L. R., Ap., 30 ; 21 W. 1 
R., 330. 

11 W. R., Cr., 24 . 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 33 . 

13 W. R., Cr., 52 . 

W. R., F. B., 91 . 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 688 • 

6 W. R., P. C.. 67 

10 W. R., 423 . 

20 W. R., 12 

18 W. R., Cr., 63 . 
W.R.,1864,Cr.,23 
I. L. R., 1 All., 60 
2 Hay, 120 

11 W. R., 189 
13 W. R., 94 

7 W. R., 354 


M 

Maadan v, Erlandi ..... 
Macdonald v, Lalla Shib Dyal Singh Paurey 

— t;. Munar Roy . 

-V. Rajaram Roy 
Riddell 

Macfarlane. In re 

• V. Carr 

• V. Robert 

Maegiveron w. Wallace .... 
MacGillivray w. Jokai Assam Tea Company 

Machooram Sen v. Gaurhari Gui • • 

Mackenzie v, Jowahir Mahtoon . • 

- — V, Thiruvengadathan • 

V. Shere Bahdoor Sahi 

Mackenzie, Lyall, & Co, v, Moses 

■ V. Shib Cbunder Seal 

Mackertich. In the matter of . 

— o. Rebeiro .... 


5 Mad., 147 

21 W. R., 17 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 358 : 3 
W. R., Act X, 153. 

3B. L. R., Ap., 28: 11 W.l 
R., 371. 

16 W. R., Cr., 79 

11 W. R., 69 

8 B. L. R., 459: 17 W. R., ^ 
244. 

2 Ind. Jur., N, S., 258 • 

6 N. W., 65 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 33 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 48 : W. 

R., F. B., 165. 

25 W. R., 137 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 271 . 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 3/8 . 

22 W. R., 166 

12 B. L. R., 360 . 

15 B. L. R., Ap., 15 

1. L. R., 11 Calc., 628 . 



6544 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Mackillican v, Compagnid des Messageries MaritimesC 
de France. (. 

Mackinnon v, Dundas .... 

■ ' ' ■— V, Gunnes Chunder Dey 

■' ' '■ ■' - V, Shibchunder Seal . 

Mackinnon, Mackenzie & Co. v, Blmgram Doss 
' '■ " V. Lang, Moir, & Co, 

■ ' - ' ■ V, Mincbin 

Mackintosh v. Crow 
» — V. Gill .... 


- V, Gopee Mobun Mojoomdar 
» V, Gore 

• V, Hunt 

• V. Kally Doss Mullick 

' V, Koylaa Cbunder Cbatterjee 

• V. Lall Chand Malee 

• V, Nobin Money Dossee . 

• V. Temple 


— t;, Watson 

— — V. Wilkinson . 

V, Wingrove . . 

■ V. Woomesb Cbunder Bose 

Maclean. In tbe goods of 

■ ' ' % In tbe matter of 

Macleod v, Kunboje Saboo • • 

■ ' ■ ' V. Macleod .... 

' V, Mah Mab Yet • . . 

Macnagbten v, Bbeekaree Singb • 

« V. Lalla Mewa Lall 

" " ■ V, Mababir Persbad Singb 

MacNair v. Hogg .... 

Macqueen v, Fuzzul Mabomed Essan 
Macrae v. .Jboomuck Misser 
Madabhusbi Seshacbarlu v, Singara Sesbaj'a 
Madai Thalavay Kummarasamy Mudalyari;.Nallaki 
Tevan. 

Madanmaban Sen v, Chandra Kumar Mookei-jee 

Madan Mohan v. Puran Mai 
V. Bamdial 

Madan Mob an Biswas v. Stalkart • 

Madan Mohan Bose v, Lawrence 
Madan Mohan Das v. Gaur Mobun Sirkar 
Madan Mohan Lai v. Holloway 
— Sheosanker Sahai 

Madan Mohan Mazumdar v. Baistab Churn Maudal 
Madan Singb v, Madanram Deb ^ 


I. L. B.,CCalc.,227:7 C. L. 
R., 49. 

Bourke, O. C., 228 . 

Rourke, A. 0. C., 165 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 370 
Bourke, 0. C., 354 
Bourke, 0. C., 242 
I. L. R., 5 Bom., 584 
6 Mad., 363 
I. L. R., 9 Calc., 689: 13C.L. *> 

R., 102. i 

12 B. L. R., 37: 20 W. R., 
358. 3 

4W. R., 24 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 689 : 13 C. L. *) 
R., 102. j 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 202 . 

11 B. L. R., 1 : 19 W. R., ) 
234. i 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 69 
23W. R.,332 . 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 160 . j 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 333 . 

3 W. R., Act X, 123 . 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 3 • . 

LL. R., 4 Calc., 137: 2 C.^ 
L. R., 433. ) 

3 W. R., Act X, 121 
6 N. W., 214 

1 Mad., 220, note 
9 W. R., 271 

6 B. L. R.. 318 . 

7 W. R., 390 

2 C. L. R., 323 . 

3 C. L. R., 285 . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 656 
2 Hyde, 89 . 

1 Ind, Jur., N, S., 303 
Marsh., 386 : 2 Hay, 391 
I. L. R., 7 Mad., 55 

6 Mad., 289 

9 B. L. R., 328 : 18 W. 

379. 

I. I.. R., 6 All., 288 
I. L. R., 6 All., 195 
9 B. L. R., 97 : 17 W. 

441. 

1 B. L. R., O. C., 66 . 

6 B. L. R., 293, note 
I. L. R., 12 Calc., 555 . 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 482 . 

6 B. L. R., 617, note : 13 W. 
R., 67. 

1 B. L. R., S. N., 11 . 


K.,j 

R.,J 

) 


668 . 

2687 

335 

6017 

1064 

3556 

4605 

595 

2729 

4890, 5720 
2996 
2729 
2724 
5589 

3810 

2741 

457, 1203 
6241 
30, 2735 
3809 
128 

1080, 2724 

655 

1235 

2668, 2671 
1921 
1555 
151 
2597 
3012 
5461 
5988 
637 

1057, 1375 
3222 

2860 

2618 

2196 

679 

1690 

1209 

3174 

4042 

4872 

2885 

1593, 4926 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST 


6545 


Name of Cose, 


Volume and Page. 


Madan Thakur v, Lopez . . • • • 

Madaree v, Bulloo Kooeree . • • • • 

Madm V. Malki 

Madar Saheb v. Sabbarayalu Nayudu . . • 

Madaiy v, Goburdhun Hulwai . . • • ^ 

Madava Naikan v, Appavu Naikan . . • • 

Madavji Dharramsi. Ex parte . . . • • 

Madda v. Sheo Baksh 

Madhab Chandra Bhadory v. Mahima Chandra Mazuin- ( 
dar. ^ 

Madhab Chandra Guho v, Kamalakant Chuckerbutty ^ 

Madhab Chandra Hoy v, Gangadhar Samant . ^ 

Madhab Chandra Rudar v, Amrit Sing Naryan Sing 
Madhava i;. Narayana 

Madhavan v, Achuda ...**• 

Madhava Panikar v, Govinda Panikar 
Madhavarayya v. Tirtha Sami . . . • • 

Madhavbhai Shivbhai v, Fathesing Nathubhai • 
Madhav Morar. In re . . . • • 

Madhavrav Deshpande v •Ramrav Deshpande 
Madhavrav Keshav Tilak v, Guugabai . . 

Madhavrav Panse v, Bapurav Panse . . . • 

Madhavrav Raghayendra v. Balltrishna Raghavendra • | 

Madhobee Dossee. In the matter of . . . ^ 

Madho'Das v, Kamta Das 

■ V, Rukman Sewak Singh • . • • 

Madho Doss v, Sitaram 

Madho Kooery v. Ram Chunder Singh 

Madhoo Pershad v, Lalljee Shahoo . . • • 

Madhoo Proshaud Singh v. Purshan Ram . • 

Madho Parshad v. Durga Parshad . • . • 

Madho Pershad v, Lalla Jeetun Lall . • • • 

Madhopersad v, Gajudhar . . . . ^ 

Madho Prakash Singh v, Murli Manohar . 

Madho Prasad. In the matter of the petition of . 

— ■ V, Ambar ... • . • > 

V, Bhola Nath . • . • • 

— ' - V, Hansa Kuar . . . . • 

Madho Ram v, Dilbur Mahul . • . . • 

Madho Kao Apa v. Thakoor Pershad . . • • 

Madho Row Chinto PuntGolay v, Bhookun^Das Boolaki ( 
Das. I 

Madho Singh «. Bindessery Roy . . . • 

■ V, Guneshee Lall ..... 

V, Hurmat Ally 

' V, Jehangeer ..... 

■ V, Mahtab Singh ..... 

— ■'■■■ V, Thakoor Pershad .... 

V, ' .... 

Madhub Ali Khan v. Hossain Reza Khan . 

Madhub Anund Moitro v, Joy Koomaree Bibee . • 


9 B. L. R., Ap., 22 : 18 1 
R., 253. 

2 N. W., 450 

I. L. R., 6 All, 428 . 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 88 
1. L. R., 7 Calc., 694 : 9 C. 
R., 303. 

2 Mad., 394 
12 Bom., 217 

I. L. R., 3 All, 385 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 83, note : 
W R 442. 

6 B. *L. R.. 643 : 15 W. 
293. 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 83 : 11 
R., 450. 

5 B. L. R., Ill . 

I. L. R.,9Mad.,244 . 

I. L. R.. 1 Mad., 301 . 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 4 
I. L. R., 1 Mad., 307 . 

10 B .m., 487 
8Bom., Cr.,1 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 151 
I. L. R., 2 Bom., 639 . 

4 Bora., A. C., 62 

4 Bom., A. C., 113 • 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol, 587 

W. R., Mis., 102. 

1. L. R., 1 All, 539 
I. L. R., 2 All, 287 . 

3 N. W., 121 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 411 • 

9 W. R., 557 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 520 . 

7 N. W., 85 
17 W. R., 98 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., Ill : L. 

11 1. A., 186. 

I. L. R., 5 All, 406 . 

I. L. R., 3 All, 508 . 

I. L. R., 5 All, 603 
I. L. R., 5 All, 268 . 

I. L. R., 5 All, 314 . 

2 N. W., 449 

3 Agra, 127 

5 W. R., P. C.,33: 1 Moo 
I. A., 361. 

3 Agra, 101 

2 Agra, 275 . • 

3 Agra, 432 
2 Agra, 229 

3N.W.,325 . , . 

5 N. W., 36 

6 N. W., 209 

4 C. L. R., 62 
6 W. R., 201 


1206, 1219 
2695 
4959 
2482 
4839 

2763, 5269 
2204 

6886, 6025 
3343 

2973 


1817 

1071 

3421 

3235, 3308 
671 
2612 

3306, 3307 
2028, 6183 
367 
2413 
4387 
1342 


4080 
5969 
2870 
2653 
240 
4946 
79, 4260 

4659 

'2297 

4588 

2152 

3277 

4007 

632, 3219 
632 
6097 
5303 


6546 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Cose. 


Volume andPkgc. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Madhub Chunder Adit Chowdhry v. Earn Kaloo Beparee 
Madhub Chunder Bera v. Earn Lochun Bera 
Madhub Chuuder Bidyarutton v, Tara Soonderee 
Gooptance. ) 

Madhub Chunder Biswas v, Okhoy Chunder kwwas 
Madhub Chunder Chowdhry v. Buktessuree Debea 

— — V, Promothonath Eoy 

Madhub Chunder Dey v. Law 

V, Earn Dyal Guho . 

Madhub Chunder Dhunput u. Madhub Lall Khan 

Madhub Chunder Dutt v, Haradhun Paul . 

Eajkisto Sett 

Madhub Chunder Ghose v, Eadhika Chowdhrain . 


Aladhub Chunder Giree. In the matter of the petition of 

V, Sham Chand Giree 

Madhub Chunder Hajrah v, Gobind Chunder Banerji . 
Madhub Chunder Janah v. Eajkissen Mookerjee . 
Madhub Chunder Mozoomdar v, Sidhee Nuzeer Ali Khan 
Madhub Chunder Nath Biswas v, Tamee Bewah . 

* " V, Tomee Bewah . 

Madhub Chunder Pal v. Hills • • • . 


Madhub Chunder Poramanick v, Eaj Coomar Doss 
Madhub Chunder Eoy o. Lukhee Jellanee . 
Madhub Chunder Sircar v. Banee Madhub Eoy . 

Madhub Doss v, Jogendro Nath Eoy • . • 

Madhub Ghose v. Bui lye Metea 
Madhub Kissen Sett v, Gour Soonder Sett 
Madhub Kyburtho v, Kesbub Singh . 

Madhub Lai Khan v, Noyan Ghose . 

Madhub Pershad v. Fool Coomaree Bibee 
Madhub Thakoor v, Jhoonuck Lall Doss 
Madhu Singh v. Achraj Singh . 

Madhusudan Chowdhry v, Brajanath Chandra 

Madhusudan Chuckerbutty v, Eymani Dasi 


Madhusudan Das v, Adoito Charan Das • 

Madhusudan Kundu v. Eamdhan Ganguli • . ^ 

Madhusudan Manji v. Debigobinda Newgi • 
Madhusudan Sagory v, Nipal Khan • . . 

Madhusudan Sing v. Collector of Midnaporo • | 

Madon Mohun Poddar v, Pumo Chundra Purbot . • 

Madras Railway Company v. Zemindar of Carvctinaga- 

ram. ) 

v» Zemindar of Kavetinug-^ 

gur. 3 

Madud Ali Khan v. Saleem Ahmed Khan alias Kummun 7 
Khan. 3 

Madur Khan v. Wooma Moyee Dabee . ’ . 
Maduthan v. Subbior 


16 W. R., 161 . 

665 

14 W, E., 143 . 

1207 

2 W. R., Act X, 92 

j529 

13 W. R., 103 . 

6707 

12 W. R., 102 . 

4281 

20 W. R., 264 . . ■ . 

1754, 5345 

13 B. L. R.. 394 . 

594 

8W. R.,303 

541, 4909» 

14 B li. li., 288, note: 15 W.^ 
R., 642. y 

842 

14W. R.,294 . 

3838 

Cor., 148 . . . • 

1762 

6 W. R., Act X, 42 

661 

7 W. R., 406 • 

650,5133^ 

1. L. R., 3 Calc., 243 . 

5 922, .6928 

I. L. R., 3 Gale., 243 . 

5922, 5928- 

9W. R., .350 

2197 

7 W. R., 86 . . • 

1582 

8 W. R., 64 

2985 

5 W. R., 279 » 

3711 

7 W. R.. 210 • 

1343, 4554 

IB. L. R., A. C.,175: lOW.'i 
R., 197. ) 

2857 

14 B. L. R.. 76:22 W. R., 370 

1111 

9 W. R., 212 

1110, 137T 

15 W. E.,*66 

1362 

I. L.R., 6 Calc., 673:8 C.L.1 
R., 39. J 

3809 

7 W. R., Cr., 11 . 

3629 

Cor., 90 ... • 

691 

9 W. B., Cr., 22 . 

1270 

6 C. L. R., 231 . . . ! 

2710- 

19 W. R., 121 

4527 

12 W. R., 105 . 

4002' 

9 C. L. R., 369 . 

3924 

6 B. L. R., 299 . 

3203 

7 B. L. R., 664, note : 13 W. 1 
R., 416. ' 

169, 5831 

8 B. L. R., 316, note : 12 W. 7 
R., 86. S 

17a 

3B. L. R., A. C.,431:12W 

R., 383. 

6312 

1 B. L. R., P. B.. 49 . 

3748 

8 B. L. R , Ap., 87, note : 16 \ 
W. R., 440. 3 

2973 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 199: 3> 
W. R., 82. 3 

1251 


I. L. E., lOCalc., 297 . . 3456,5705- 

14 B. L. E., 209 : 22 W. R., 1 1570, 4706 


279: L. R., 1 I. A.,364. 3 

6282 

6 Mad., 139 

6282 

4N.W., 143 

487L 

Marsh., 389 : 2 Hay, 434 

6 Mad., 34 . 

4480 

6677 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6547 


Name of Case. 


Volume and I’a, 


Colomn 

of 

Dif^cst, 


Madvala biu Gintipa v. Bliacvanta bin Devji 
Mafizuddin v, Karimunissa Bibee 

Magaluri Gurudiab v. Nary ana Rungiah 
JVIagam Tiinmaya v, Tangattur Kandappa . 
jVIaganbbai Heincband v, Manchabhai Kalliancband 
Maganbhai Purshotamdas v. Vithoba bin Narayan Shet 
Magandas Khemchand u. Ram Chandra Airaji 

Maghau Misra v, Chamman Teli 

Magistrate of Maldali v. Golebunnessa • 

Magju Pandaen v. Ramdyal Tewari . 

Magiii Ram v. Jiwa Lai ..... 
Magon Mallo v. Doola Gazee Koolan . • 

Magun Pollan v. Money . . . . . • 

Mahubalaya bin Parmaya v. Tiuiaya bin Appaya . 

Mababeer Persad v. Pranputt}’ Koer . . • . 

- — — V. Ram Surun 

V. Rainyad Singh 

Mababeer Persbad v. Ooinrao Singh • 

Maha Beer Persbad Singh lu Dumreeram Opadbya 
Mababir Kower Jub.-ia Singli 
Mababir Parshad v. Uebi Dial . . 

Maiiabir Prasad Baadeo Si. igb 
— v. Dhuman Das . . . • 

V, Lalaram 

Mababir Rai v. Ragbunandan Rai . • 

Mahabu Bibi v. Amnia ..... 
Msiliadaji iK Vyankaji Govind .... 
Mabadaji Gopal Baklekar v. Vitbal Ballal . 

Mahadfiji Govind v. Sonu bin Davlata 
Mabadaii Karandikar v. Hari I). Ciiikne 
J\Iahadaji Ram Chandra Mule v. Vitbal Visbvanath 
JMaliadei v. Ranikisben Das . . . • 

Mahadeo Dubey v. Bhola Nath Dicbit 
Maliadeo Ojba v. Panneswar Panday 
Mahadeo Prasad V. Matliui a .... 

Mahadeo Singh v. Ziatannissa . • • . 

Mabadevappa ?>. Srinivasa Ran 
Mabadeva Rayar v. Sappani ...» 
Mahadev Narsingb v, Ragbo Kesha v . • • 

Mabadoo Begum v. Hubeebool Iloasein 
Mabalaksb mamma v, Yenkataratnamma • • 

Mahalakshmi Ammal v, Lakshmi Ammal • 
Mabalakshmibai v. Firm of Nagesbwar Pursbotara 
Mahalatebmi Ammal v. Palani Cbetti • 
Mahalingaiyan. Ex parte .... 
Mahalinga Ran v. Venkoba Gbosami . 

Mabammad Azmat Ali Khali v, Lalli Begum • 

Maharaja of Benares v. Angan .... 

' V. Debi Dayal Noma . 

Maharaja of Bulrampore v, Uman Pal Singh 


9 Bom., 260 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 11: 14 W.'J 

R., 381. 3 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 359 . 

2 Mad., 82 . 

3 Bom., O. C., 79 

7 Bom., A. C., 7 . 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 137 . 

2B. L. R., A. Cr., 7: 10 W. I 
R., Cr., 46. j 

B. L. R., Sup. Yob, 630: 77 
VF. R., 191. ) 

8 B. L. R., 60 : 15 W. R., 631 

I. L. R., 7 All., 336 . 

19W. R., 198 . 

7W. R-474 
12 Bom., 138 

B. L. R., Sup. Yol., 709: 7^ 
W. R., 615. 3 

3 Agra, 6 . . . 

12 B. L. R., 90 : 20 W. R., 192| 
1 Agra, 162 
W. R., 1864, 166 . 

8B. L. K., 38:16 W. R., 221 
l.L. R., 1 All., 291 . 

1. L. R., 6 All., 234 . 

I. L, R., 3 All.. 627 . 

5 B. L. R., 327, note : 11 W. 
R., 193. 

f. L. R., 7 All, 720 . 

10 Bom., 430 

I. L. R., 1 Bora., 197 . 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 78 . 

9 Bora., 249 . . 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 332 . 

1 Bora., 186 

I. L. R., 7 All, 628 . 

1 L. K:, 5 All. 86 

2 JB. L. R., Ap., 20 

I. L. R., 8 All, 189 . 

7 B. L. R., 45, note: 11 W. 
R., 169. 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 417 . 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 396 . 

1. L. R., 7 Bom., 292 . 

15 W. R., 44 . . . 

1. L. R., 6 Mad., 83 . 

8 Mad., 105 . ... 

1. L. R , 10 Bom., 71 . 

6 Mad^, 245 
6 Mad., 191 

1, L. R., 4 Mad., 157 • • 

I. L. R., 8 Calc , 422/. L. R.,9 
I. A., 8. 

I. L. K., 7 All, 112 . 

I. L. R., 3 All, 675 
L. R., 6 I. A., 225 


3234 

6089 

19 19, 3346 
4053, 4064 
1065, 4902 
3859 
o844 

4732,5543 

2842 

2842 

5958 

4800 

6188 

2109 

3513 

2290 

2383, 2468 
4207 
2086 
2161 

1471,4543 

241)1 

6440 

755 

4545 

3332 

321.4784 
1688 
2105 
906, 1885 
5121 

310, 1230 
6453 

318, 2773 
3U08 

3712 

444 

5126 

237 

6148 

2429 

31^1, 3469 

134, 3066 
5521 
1P2 

3634, 4392 

2866 

741 

4226 



6548 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Yolumo and Paf!0, 


Maharaja of Burdwao. 


In the matter of the petition ) 
of. j 

V. Chairman of the Darjeeling ) 
Municipality. j 

• V. Heera Lall Seal . • 

- V, Kristo Kamini Dasi . | 

- V. Luckhee Monee Debee 

• V, Ram Lall Mookeijee . 

V. Sree Narain Milter 


V. Tarasundari Debi 


— — — — — V. Wooma Soonduree Dossee 

Maharaja of Calicut v. Mallichery Kristnan Kambudri 
Maharaja of Durbhungah. In the matter of 
Maharaja of Viziauagram v. Lakshmi Challaya . 

- — — V. Suiyauarayana 

Maharaj Gir v. Anandrav .... 
Maharaj Singh v. Beech ook Lall 

■ " ■ V, Beela Kooer .... 

V, Lallah bhuchook Lall , , 

Mahar Ali v, Amani ••...• 
Maharam Sheikh v, Nakowri Das Mahaldar 
Maharaui v. Nundolal Misser • . • . 

Maharani of Burdwau v. Baradasundari Debi 

— V. Krishna Kamini Dasi 

MaJiarval Mohansangji v. Govcruinent of Bombay 
Maharval Mohausinghji Joysinghji v. Government of 

Bombay. 

Mahashankar Harishankar v. Valibhai Umanji . 
Mahashur Singh Bahadur v, llurruck Narain Sino-h 
Mahasingavastha Aiya v. Gopaliyan . 

Maha Singavastha Ayyar v, Gopala Ayyan 
Mahasookh v, Budree ..... 
Mahatab Chaud v. Judoo Mohun Mitter 

Tarucknath Mookeijeo . 

Mahatab Chand Bahadoor v, Bengal Coal Company 
• V, Brojonath Mitter .* 

Mahatab Deo v, Leelanund Singh • . 

Mahatab Singh v, Ramtahal Misser . 

Mahatala Bibee v, Ahmed Haleemoozooman • 

Mahbooh Ali v, Zur Banco Bibee 

Mahbuban v. Raheemun ..... 

Mahbuh Hossein v. Patasu Kumari 

Mahcum Chund v, Mahtab .... 
Maheeput Singh v. Lok Inder Singh . 


7W.R.,475 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 191:4 0. 
L. R., 324. 

11 W. R., 54 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 931: 13 C. 

L. R., 427. 

8W. R., 359 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 351: 1C. L. 
R.. 168. 

9 W. R., 346 .. . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 619: 13 C.^ 

L. R.,34:L.R., 101. A., I 
19. 

10 W. R., 12 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 68 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 21 

12 B. L. R., 443 :18 R., 

301. 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 307 : I. L. 
R., 13 1. A., 32. i 

8 Bom., A. C., 25 
IW. R., 233 

W. R., 1864, 320 
W. R., 1864, 294 

2 B. L. II., A. C., 306 . [ 

7B. L, R., Ap., 17 
1 B. L. R., A. C., 27 : 10 W. ^ 
R., 73. ) 

1 B. L. R., F. B.. 3] : 10 W.7 
R., F. B , 21. S 

I, L. R., 14 Calc., 365 . 

I. L. R., 4 Boui., 437 . 

I. L. R., 5 Bom,, 408: L. R., I 
8 I. A., 77. ) 

6 Bom., A. C., 174 

9 Moore’s I. A., 268 . 

5 Mad., 425 

6 Mad., 239 ... 

1 N. W., Ed. 1873, 153 

5 W. R., Act X, 91 . 

6 W. R., Mis., 94 
low. R., 391 

8 W. R., Ill . . . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 613 : 9 C. L. ) 

R., 398. ) 

6 B. L. R., 43, note : 10 W. } 
R., 314. j 

10 C. L. R., 293 . 

9W. R., 78 

6 N. W., 217 

IB. L. R., A. C., 120: 10 1 
W. R., 179. j 

3 Agra, 318 . • 

2 Agra, 179 .... 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


3883 

4507 

5422, 5942 
5331 
3523 
2695 
1884 

5330 

6283 
180, 38S 
5953 
5845 

4402 

1679, 2050 
3050 
5891 
4543 
4961 
3723 

3332, 3650 
3695 

3118, 5754 
2207* 

4237 

5331 
5810 

4390 

5922 
5365 
3594 
3593 
2264 
555, 550 
3541 
2951 
5747 

5466 

3715 

3704 

247 

443 

770, 2034 

2706, 4759 
1657 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


654d 


Name of Case. 

Volume and Paire. 


Colnmn 

of 






Digest. 

Maliendra Nath Mookerjee. In the matter of the peti- f 
tion of. 1 

7 B. L. R., Ap., 

9 

• 


163 

Mahendra Singh v. Jokha Singh 

19 W. R., 211 


• 


2053, 2224 
5594 

Maherban Singh v, Sheo Koonwar • • 

1 Agra, 106 




2285 

Mahes Chandra Chattapadhya v, Guruprasad Roy 

5 B. L. R., 116 : 
401. 

13 

w. 


1876 

Makes Chandra Mookeijeo v. Ramutam Palit 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 

68 



4603 

Mahesh Chandra Banerjee. In the matter of 

4 B. L. R., Ap.y 
Cr., 1. 

1 : 13 W 

.R., 

968, 3603 
6183, 6252 
6259 

V. Barada Dehi 

2 B. L. R., A. C. 
R., 185. 

,274:11 

W.j 

4195 

Mahesh Chandra Das v, Madhab Chandra Sirdar 

2 B. L. R., S. N. 
R., 388. 

,13 

: 10 

' W. j 

4903 

Mahesh Chandra Sen v. Tarini . 

1 E. L. R., F. B. 

,15 


. 

516 

Mahesh I’andey v. Baldut Pandey 

3 Agra, Rev., 10 


, 

, 

5920 

Mahesh Singh v. Chuuharja Singh 

I. L. B., 4 All., 245 


. 

6101 

B. L. B., Sup. Vol , 

403 



Maheswar Bax Sing v, Bhikha Chowdhry . 

Ind. Jur., N. 

s.. 

122 

: 6[ 

4820, 6144 

W. R., 61. 



) 


Mahima Chandra Chuckerbutty v. Rajkumar Chucker- 
buity. 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 
R., 22. 

, 1 : 

10 

W.j 

3281, 6036 

Mahima Chandra Kundu v. Nuruddin 

3 B. L. R., A. C. 
R., 422. 

, 70 

: 11 

W.j 

4131 

Mahima Chandra Roy v, Pyari Mohan Chowdhiy ^ 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 
R., 262. 

43 : 

11 

W. 1 

1925 

Mahima Chandra Shah. In the matter of the petition f 
of. ( 

4 B. L. R., Ap., 
R., Cr., 15. 

78: 

16 

w.j 

6253 

Mahin Bibi. In the matter of . • . • 

13 B. L. R., 160 

. 

• 


2094, 3638 
3701 

Mahipatrav Chandrarav v, Nensuk Anandrav Shet 
Marvadi. ) 

4 Bom., A, C., 199 

• 

• 

3161 

Mahip Singh v, Chotu ...... 

I. L. R., 6 All, 429 

, 


2866 

Mahi Sahu v. Forbes ^ 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol, 
W. R., Act X, 61. 

600 

:6J 

3344 

Mahmooda Bebec v. Hareedhun Khuleefa . . 

5 W. R., Act X, 

12 



1608, 1610 

Mahmood Ali Khan v. Gunga Ram .... 

3 Agra, 304 


• 


3037 . 

M ahmood Lushkur v. Pakar Khan .... 

Marsh., 496 . 


• 


534 

Mahomed Abdul Vakab Sahib v, Comandur Rama*) 
Sarny Aiyengar. j 

4 Mad., 277 

• 

• 

. 

406 

Maliomed v, Abedoollah .... 

12 C. L. R., 279 

, 


, 

3501 

Mahomed v. Ashrufoonnissa 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 

769 



3320 

Mahomed v. Kanizuk Fatima 

6 N. W., 231 



, 

1441 

Mahomed v, Oomdah Khanum . 

13 W. R., 184 



, 

2799 

Mahomed Abdool Ruzzah v» Asif Ali Shah • 

3 N. W., 119 



• 

»3212 

Mahomed Abdool Ruzzak v. Sadik Ali 

3 Agra, 142 



. 

3980 

Mahomed Abdul Hye v. Lunjeet Singh 

13 B. L. R., Ap., 
R., 200. 

14; 

22 

W. j 

5212 

Mahomed Abdur Rahim v. Birju Sahu 

6 B. L. R., 676 : 
103. 

14 

W. 

B.,j 

2854 

Mahomed Aboo v. Lalla Bissessur Dyal • 

21 W. E., 154 




1365 

Mahomed Afak v. Ekram Ali 

14 W. R., 374 

, 



3697 

Mahomed Afsuruddin v. Beer Chunder Manikya 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 
L. R., 416. 

470 

: 10C.7 

6062 

Mahomed Afzul w.^anhya Lall 

2 W. R., 263 

• 

• 

. 

3243, 3255 


10 1 % 



6550 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pape. 


Mahomed Aga AH Khan v. Widow of Balmakund 

Mahomed Ahmed v, Alibur Gazee , • 

Mahomed Ahsan v. Mahomed Yaain . 

Mahomed Aizaddi Shaha v. Shaih Mulla 

Mahomed Akil v, Asadunnissa Bibee • 

Mahomed Aktur v, Reily ..... 
Mahomed Akul Beg v. Mahomed Ko^mm Beg 
Mahomed Ali v. Batook Dao Naraiu Singh . 

■■ V. Bolakee Bhuggut ... 

— V, Buttook Deo Narain Singh . 

V. Gobar Ali . . . . . 

■ V. Gokul Chund . . . . . 

■ V. Jugal Ram Chandra ... 

* ■ V. Shurnm Ali . . . . ^ 

Mahomed Ali Khan v. Abdul Gunny . 

• — V, Kalunder Ali Khan . 

V. Oomrao Singh . 

Mahomed Ali Khan Chowdhry v. Jadub Ch<indcr 
Chucjkerbutty. 

Mahomed Altaf Ali Khan v. Ahmed Bukah . 

■ V. Pertab Singh . 

Mahomed Alum Akil ..... 
Mahomed A meenoodeen Khan v, MoozufFur H ossein! 

Khan. j 

Mahomed Ameer v. Peryag Singh . , , ! 

Mahomed Amidoolla v. Durbesh Shaikh . , 

Mahomed Anjole v, Gouree Pershad Sha 
Mahomed Ansur v, Sefatoollah . . . . , 

Mahomed Anwar Ohowdry v, Raj Chunder Ghose 

Mahomed Arsad Chowdhry v, Yakoob Ally. . | 

Mahomed Arshad Chowdhry v. Sajida Banco . J 
Mahomed Arsud Chowdhry v, Oosun Bebee . 

Mahomed Ashruf v, Brojessureo Dosaee . . | 

" ■ V, Kureemoddeen 

Mahomed Askur v. Mahomed Wasuck 
Mahomed Assanoollah Chowdhry v. Shamshir AH . 
Mahomed Assudoollah Khan v. Karamutoollah 
Mahomed Assur v. Pogoae .... 
Mahomed Ata-ool-lah v, Mahomed Mohib-ool-lali . 
Mahomed Ausur v. Prokash Chunder Sha . 

Mahomed Ayenooddeen v, Kaleedoss Chundo 
Mahomed Azeemoollah v. AH Buksh . 

Mahomed Azeemoollah Khan v. Suhoodra Bebee . 
Mahomed Azim Bhooyah v. Mahomed Somee 
Mahomed Azmul v. Chadee Lall Pandey 

V. Chundee Lall Pandey . 

Mahomed Azssar Ali v. Nassir Mahomed 

Mahomed Badsha v. Nicol, Fleming, & Co. . . j 


L. R., 31. A., 241: 20 W. R..) 
82. > 
10 W. R., 337 . 

9W. R, 106 

8 B. L. R., 26 . . . 

B. L. R., Slip. Vol., 774: 9) 
W. R., 1. > 

24 AY. R., <447 . 

25 W. R., 199 .. . 

1 W. R., 52 ... 

24 W. R., 330 .. . 

1 W. R., 352 .. . 

L L. R., 6 Bom., 88 

1 N.W., 19:Ed. 1873,18 . 

6 B. L R., Ap., 84: 14 \N.\ 

R., 124. ) 

8W. R.,422 

1. L. R., 9 Calc., 744 : 12 C.) 

L. U., 257. j 

4N. W.,81 
2N. W., 426 

W. R., 1864, 60 . 

25W. R., 121 . 

5 N. W., 91 . . . 

16 AV. R., Cr.. 68 . 

5B. L. R., 570: 14 AV. 

P C 5 ) 

1. L* 7 Calc, 566:9 C.L.) 

R., 185. ) 

24W. R., 314 . 

f)AV. R.,62 

22 W. R., 340 .. . 

17 W. R , 522 . 

16 B. L. R., 357 : 24 AV. U., \ 
181. ) 

1. L. R., 3 Calc., 702 : 2 C. L. ) 

R., 46. i 

2 VV. R., 217 .. . 

IIB. L. R., 118: 19 W. li.,) 

426. > 

24 W. R., 468 . 

22W. R.,413 . 

4 C. L. R., 165 . 

4N. W., 11 

2 C. L. R., 8 . . . 

1 Agra, 231 

8W. R., 8 . 

15 W. R., 279 .. . 

6 N. W., 74 . . . 

W. R., 1864, 227 . 

21 W. R.,413 . 

12W. R, 104 . 

7W. R., 250 

3 B. L. R.. A. C., 304 . 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 355 : 2 C. ) 
L. R., 330. 3 


5211,6239 

5070 

4908 

6763 

1 2059, 2770 

1733,4204 

3693 

634, 3079 
3021 
3021 
3665 
442 

5752 

1736,6187 

4176 

4951 

3280, 5224 


3733 

4806 

975 

337, 1459 
5059 

569, 3028 


3939, 4825 
6316 
5343 
3909 
2934 
6032 
4199 
5337 

765,5J18 

663 

6745 

3841 

2979,3039 

4152 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


C5S1 


Name of Caao. 


Volume aud Page. 


Mahomed Bahadur Khan v. Collector of Bareilly 

Mahomed Bahadur Mozoomdar v. Raj Kishen Singh 

Mahomed Baker Khan Sham Dey Koer . 

Mahomed Baiiazoer «. Gungaram .... 

Mahomed Basirulla t>. Abdulla . . . . ^ 

Mahomed Bassir v. Kureem Buksh .... 
Mahomed Banker Hosseiu Khan v, Shurfoonissa ( 
Begum. I 

Mahomed Bulcsh v. Mahomed Hossein . . f 

Mahomed Biisheeroollah Chowdhry Hedaet AH' 
Chowdhry. J 

■ '■ ' ' — V. Ramkant Chow- ' 

dhry. 

Mahomed Biisheerul Hossein. In the matter of the 
petition of. ) 

Mahomed Busseerooddeen v. Malmmed Klian Kufulbash 
Mahomed Bushoeroollah Chowdhry v. Abemoonissa 

■ V. Ramkant Chow - ) 

dhry. j 

Mahomed Bux v, Abdool Kureem alias Aboo 

Mahomed Chaman v. Ramprasad Bhagat 

Mahomed Conjee v. Dundas ..... 
Mahomed Dani'^h v. Mahomed Kaein 

Mahomed Elahee Buksh v, Brojo Kishore Sen . ^ 

Mahomed Elahee Buksh Chowdhry ik Brojo Kishore Sen 
Mahomed Ennoos v. Lalla Jamarad Lall • 

Mahomed Esa Khan v, Keshub Lai .... 
Mahomed Faez v. Oomdah Begum .... 
Mahomed Faez Chowdhry ik Shib Doolareo Tewaree 
Mahomed Faiz Ahmed Khan v, Ghulam Ahmed f 
Khan, \ 

Mahomed Faizali Khan Gunga Ram 
Mahomed Fayez Chowdhry v. Jamoo Gazee 
Mahomed Fazul v. Oomakant Sein .... 
Mahomed Fedye Sirdar v. Ozeeoodeen • • 

Mahomed Foyez Chowdhry v, Goluck Dass 
Mahomed Fyzooddeen w. Imrut .... 
Mahomed Gazee Chowdhry v, Abdool Mahomed Ameer- "J 
oodeen. ) 

V, Lall Beboe . . • 

— — t}. Noor Mahomed 

— ' i). Pearea Mohun Mookerjee 

■ V. Ram Lall Sen 

V. Shumbhoonath Misser 

Mahomed Gazi Chowdhry v, Bullab Bibi • • { 

— — V, Leicester 

Mahomed Ghasee v, Shunker Lall .... 
Mahomed Gouhur Ali Khan v, Harratoonissa . , 

Mahomed Gour Ali Khan v. Ahmed Khan . . i 


13 B. L. R., 292 : 21 W. R., 
318: L. R.,1 I. A., 167. 

10 B. L. R., 401, note : 15 ) 

W. R., 522. 3 

12W. R., 2 
3 Agra, 200 

4B. L. R., Ap., 35: 15 W. 
JL, 196, note. 

11 W. R., 268 . 

3 W. R., P. C., 37 : 8 Moore’s I 
1. A., 136. i 

3 Agra, 171 : Agra, F. B., 
Ed. 1874, 145. 

8 W. R., 42 ... 

9 W. R., 394 .. . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 263 : 10 C. 

L. R., 1. 

4 VV. R., Mis.,13 

7 W. R., 513 .. . 

low. R., 266 . . ; 

2()W. R.,458 . 

8B.L. R., 338: 22 W. R.,*> 
52, note. ) 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 228 . 

25 W. R., Ill . . . 

I. L. R.. 4 Calc., 497, 3 C. L. ^ 
R., 398. ) 

24 W. R., 14 . . . 

13 W. R., 356 . 

14W. R., 382 . 

6 W. R., Ill . . . 

16 W. R., 103 .. . 

I. L. R., 3 All., 490 :L. R., 8 f 

I. A., 25. I 

1 Agra, 112 ... 

I. L. R, 8 Calc., 730 . 

1 W. R., 159 .. . 

10 W. R., 340 

7C. L. R., 191 . 

3 Agra, 285 

5 W. R., Mis., 31 

10 W. R., 103 .. . 

24 W. R., 324 . . • 

16W. R., 136 . 

I. L. R., 10 Calc , 757 . 

22W. E,389 . 

5 B. L R., 318, note : 11 W. 
K., 23. , ) 

7 B. L. R., Ap., 52 • 

11 W. R., 53 . . . 

2W. R.,52 

2 W. R., P. C., 13 : 9 Moore’s \ 

1. A., 604. ) 


3801, 3803 

3497, 3526 
3239 


3256, 5376 


3132 

1393 

1454. 3479 
3510 

1736,4191 

5193 


1639 

683 

1373 

3332 

1899, 3024 


1159.6151 

1104 

2883 

1767, 1846 
5948 
3002 


6116, 5131 



6552 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Mahomed Gour All Khan v, Ashruffoonissa 


Mahomed Gowhur Ali Khan v, Azecraooddeon 

— " V, Gool Begum 

■ V. Shurufunisaa Begum 

Mahomed Gulshere Khan v. Mariam Begum 
Mahomed Hadee v, Sheo Sevuk Doobcy 
Mahomed Hajra v, Tarasoonderee Brahraince 
Mahomed llamidoollah v. Modhoo Soodun Ghose 

Mahomed Hamidulla Khan v. Lotf'ul Huq 

Mahomed Haneef Meajee v, Mozhur Ali 
Mahomed Haneff v, Mahomed Masoom 
Mahomed llashim v. H ossein Ali 

V. Kaleechurn Banerjee 

Mahomed Hossein. In the matter of the petition of 


V, Afzul Ally 

V, Akaya Narayan Pal 

Akhnr Hossein . 

Boodhun Singh alias Hoop Narain 
Singh. 

V, Forbes 
V, Hadzi Abdullah 
V. Inodeen . 

V. Jafur Ali 

V. Kokil Singh 
V. Krishno Churn Misser 
V, Mohsin Ali 
V, Mohsun Ali 


f 


• V. Muntozul Huq . 

— V. Okhoy Narain Paul 

— V, Peeroo Mullick . 

— V. Potun 

V, Purundur Mahto 

— V. Surahtoonissa Khanum 

^ Tuqueeroodeen . 

Mahomed Hossein Khan v. Khusroo Fakeer 

V, Lootf Ali Khan 
V. Mahomed Nehaluddin 


Khan 


■ — V, Shib Dyal 

Mahomed Hyder Hoosein v, Jeeawun, . • 

Mahomed Ibrahim v. Lalla Jussodalal 

V, Lauder .... 

■ — V, Morrison .... 
Mahomed Imdadally v. Ameer Aly 
Mahomed Inayetoolla v. Akbar Ali . 

Mahomed Isakhan v. Kisho Lai 
Mahomed Ismail v. Lalla Dhundur.Kishore Narain 
Mahomed Ismailjee Nada v, British India Steam Navi- 
gation Co. 


Volume and Pago. 

. Column 
of 

Digest. 

2W. R.. P. C., 13: 9 Moore’s^ 
I. A., 492. 

4173 

W.R., 1864,93 . 

6162 

I. L. R., 3 All, 731 

3685 

6 N. W., 95 

420, 3341 

Marsh., 201 : 1 Hay. 577 

3837 

11 W. R., 298 . 

1761 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 744: 8 C. 

L. R., 164. 

3661 

15 W. R , 280 . 

145 

21 W. R., 371 . 

3694 

19 W. R., 4.33 . 

989 

13 W. R., 91 

4914 

5 W. R.. Mis., 49 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol, Ap., 1 : ) 

3880 

Marsh., 296 : W. R., K. B., [ 
83 : 2 Hay, 293. ) 

221, 5732 

2B.L. R., Ap., 42: 18 W.l 
R., 37, note. i 

329 

17 W. R., 275 . 

83 

7 W. R., 374 .. . 

564 

22W.R.,316:L.R.,2I. A., 1 

1618 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 727 . 

163, 2033 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 946 . 

648 

4 W. R., 23 . . . 

1360, 4666 

I. L. R;, 7 Calc., 91:9C. L.1 
R., 53. j 

3450, 6450 

20W. R., 147 . 

4399 

6 B. L. R., 41 : 14 W. R., F. ) 
B., 1. i 

3714 

7 W. R., 196 .. . 

3237 

14 W. R., 266 . 

3714 

18 W. R.. 400 . 

766 

4W. R.,70 

1076 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 116 

1675 

20W. R., 147 . 

5778 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 287 . 

860, 3269 

2\V. R., 89 

4173 

16W.R., 284 . 

2715 

IN. W., 44: Ed. 187-3, 41 . 

18W. R., 463 . 

13C. L. R., 330 . 

6N. W., 108: Agra, P. B.,1 

564 

3515 

4968 

497 

Ed. 1874, 276. i 

1 N. W., Ed. 1873, 43 . 

2984 

W. R., 1864, 247 

811 

Cor., 42 ... . 

1051 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 36 

4179 

2 Agra, 47 . 

3272 

2 Agra, 25 . 

2991 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 44 . , 

1389 

26 W. R., 39 

4258, 4403 

9 W. R., 396 

601 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST, 


G553 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Columa 

of 

Digest. 


Maliomed Ismail Khan v, Mahomed Jabir alias Motee 
Mean. 

Mahomed Tsraile v. Wise . 

Mahomed Issa Khan v. Onraet • 

Mahomed Jakee v, Gopce Roy • 

Mahomed Jan v. Ameerun 

Kluidi Sheikh . 

Mahomed Kalee Shikdar v. Ali ITossein Chowdhry 
Mahomed Kaloo Chowdhry’ v. Fedaye Shikdar 
Mahomed Kalnn v. Dinonioyce Dashya • 

Mahomed Kamil v. Abdool Luteef 
Mahomed Kana Meah v. Run Mahomed 
Mahomed Karamutoollah v. Abdool Majeed . 

Mahomed Kazem v. Forbes 
Mahomed Kazem Chowdhry v. Forbes 
Mahomed Kazem Jowhnrry v. Khetoo Bebeo 
Mahomed Khan V. Shaista Khan 
Mahomed Khan Kuzulbash f>. Thakoor Singh 
Mahomed Khuleel v. Sona Kooer • 

Mahomed Kobeer ik Abdool Azeera . • 

Mahomed Koya v. Kasmi .... 

Mahomed Kiimroodeen v. Ujooboonissa 
Mahomed Kuzulbash v, Mahomed Buseeroodeen 
Mahomed Kuzulbash Khan v. Mahomed Shah 
Mahomed Mahmood n. Safar Ali 
Mahomed Mahmud Sbah. In re 
Mahomed Manaff. In the matter of the petition of 
Mahomed Manoo Bhoojah v, Mahomed Asanoollah'i 
Chowdhr3^ j 

Mahomed Masik w. Malkai Mukhadrai Uzwa Badshah-i 
Mehal Saheba. j 

Mahomed Mirza v. Abdool Kureem . . • , 

Mahomed Morul Hossein v. Hyder Buksh . 

Mahomed Mozuffer Hossein Chowdhry v. Ameerunuissa ■) 
Khatoon. ) 

Mahomed Mubson v. Sumputtee Sahoon Chowdhrain 
Mahomed Mnddeen Mirdha ?>. Gopal Lall Tagore . 
Mahomed Mudsur v. Ram Lol Roy .... 
Mahomed Muduu v. Khodezunuissa alias Khookee) 


Bebee. 

Mahomed Munoor Mea v, Jybunee 


i 


Mahomed Munsoor v. Umbica Churn Roy . 

Mahomed Muse v. Jijibhai Bhagvan .... 
Mahomed Museeh-ood-deen Khan v. Museehooddeen 
Mahomed Myanobool Hek v. Mahomed Syud Khan 
Mahomed Nassecr v. Kishen Mohun Goyee . 

Mahomed Noor Buksh v, Mahomed Hameedool Huq 

' — — ' Mohun Chunder Poddar . 

Mahomed Noor Khan v. Hur Dyal . . . . 

Mahomed Noor-oollah Khan v, Harcharan Rai 


Mahomed Nukshund Khan v. Afziil Begum 
Mahomed Nuzzeroollah v. Fergusson . 

Mahomed Ohid v. Kalee Pershad Singh . • 

Mahomed Rahamatiilla Ward 
Mahomed Rasld Khan Chowdhry v, Jadoo Mirdha 
Mahomed Raza Khan v. Jawahir Singh 


6 N. W., 38 

. 

3103 

13 B. L. U., 118 : 21 W.R.,327 

4252, 5623 

8 W. R., 26 


473 

10 W. R., 5 


541 

17 W. R., 180 . 


193 

16 W. R., Cr., 75 


4626 

3 W. R., Act X, 5 


3129 

8 W. R., 219 


2927 

8 C. L. R., 112 . 


886 

23 W. R., 51 


6791 

24 W. R , 254 . 


1735 

1 N. W. 205: Ed. 1873, 288 . 

6692 

8 W. It., 257 


1376, 3351 

5 W. It., 277 


1376, 3350 

20 W. It., 150 . 


848 

2 N. W.. 248 


1136 

3 W. It., Mis., 1 , 


210 

2.3 W. It., 123 . 


2826 

24 W. K., 315 


4176 

I. L K., 9 Mad., 206 . 


6666 

1 N. W., 113 : Kd. 1873, 

199 ! 

1885 

7 W. R., ICO 


406 

12 W. It., 48 


5434 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 407 . 


1760, 2735 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 66 . 


2662 

10 W. It., 332 . 


4442 

17 W. R., 349 . 


5762 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 380 . 


1227 

25 W. R., 41 


4041 

W. R., 1864, 304 . 


4201 

20 W. R., 280 . 


799 

10 W. B., 305 . 


4976 

2 Hay, 514 


1619 

6 W. R., Mia., 50 


279 

2 W. R., 181 


3731 

10 B. L. R., Ap., 29 : 19 
R., 200. 

w.: 

578 

W. R., 1864, 132 


6105 

I. L. R., 9 Bom.. 524 . 


3963 

2 N. W., 173 


3178, 8699 

1 W. R., 15 


1582 

W. R., F. B., 92 » 


j 5303 

5 W. R., 23 


3695 

6 W. R., Act X, 67 


2886 

1 Agra, 67 . • • 


3672 

6 N. W., 98 


1869 

3 N. W., 149 


91 

2 Agra. 139 . • 


1699 

24 W. It., 320 


4812, 4851 

5 Mad., 391 . • 


6824 

20W. R.,401 


2747, 3060 

2 Agra, 1 . 


4537 



6554. 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Mahomed Reezaoodeen v. Hosaein Bakah Khan • 
Mahomed Rezaoodeen v. — 

Mahomed Rijah v. Collector of Chittagong . • | 

Mahomed Roheemooddeeu v. Indoor Ch under Jowhuree • 
Mahomed Rohimoodeen v, Radha Mohun Muudul 
Mahomed Ruhwan Khan v. Khajah Buksh . 

Mahomed Saefoollah v. Anwar Ali . . . - 

Mahomed Said-ood-deen v. Mahomed Hosscin 
Mahomed Salamut Hossein v. Sookh Dayee . 

Mahomed Saleh v. Government ..... 

— V. Muriamooniasa . . . • 

Mahomed Salleh v. Nusseerooddeeii Hossein 
Mahomed Samee Bhooya v. Alahee Bukah Chowdhry 
Mahomed Sayad Phaki v. Navroji Balabbai 
Mahomed Shah v. Usgur Hossein .... 
Mahomed Shaha v. Lull Mahomed .... 
Mahomed Shahaboodeen v. Wodgeberry . • 

Mahomed Shamsooddeen V. Abdool Huq 

Mahomed Shamsool Hoda v. Sbewakram . . [ 

*Mahomed Share Khan v. Baboo Begum • . 

Mahomed Sheerun Khan t>. Misser Koondun Lall . ^ 

Mahomed Shnffli v. Laldin Abdula . . . ‘ • 

Mahomed Shuhuroolah Chowdhry v. Roomya Bibee 

Mahomed Sidlck v. Ahmed ..... 

Mahomed Soaduck Golestan v. Forbes 
Mahomed Toque (Court of Wards) v. Fouzdar Roy 
Mahouied Tuckee v, Ahmndee Begum 
Mahomed Tnkee v. Hujjee Kb ujjni . * . 

Mahomed Tukee Chowdhry xk Lucbmcput Singh ^ 
Doogur. ) 

Mahomed Tumeezooddeeii Mundul Lukkee Narain 
Dey Sircar. j 

Mahomed Tuque Beg xk Wallis ..... 
Mahomed Tuque Chowdhry v. Judonath Jha 

Mahomed Ubdoollah v. Moteechund . . , | 

Mahomed Ussudoollah Khan v. Ghasheea Beebee 
Mahomed Wajid v, Tayyuban . . . . | 

Mahomed Waris v. Hazee Eraamooddeen 
Mahomed Warris v, Pitambur Sen . • • • 

Mahomed Wassil v, Zulekha Khatoon . . 

Mahomed Wayez v. Sugeeroonissa .... 
Mahomed Yacoob v. Mahomed Zuhoorul Huq • 

Mahomed Yacoob Hossein v, Ohowdry Waheyd Ally ^ 

Mahomed Yakub Saheb v, Mahomed Jaffer Ali Saheb . 
Mahomed Yusuf Ali Khan v. Government . 

Mahomed Zahoor Ali Khan v. Rutta Kooer . . | 

— ' V. Rutta Kunwoor . 


Volume and Page. 



Digest. 

1 W. R., 30a . . . 

6094 

6 W. R., Mis., 24 

955 

6B.L R., Ap., 117: 15 W.l 
R., 116. i 

6832 

12W. R., 192 . 

2697, 4610 

6 W. R , Act X. 96 . 

1634 

6W. R.,221 

3695 

21W. R., 112 . 

880 

2N.W.,438 

1187 

2 Agra, 116 

4020 

W. R., 1864, Mis., 26 . 

84 

10 W. R., 284 .. . 

6242 

21 W. R., 284 

2773 

10 W. R., 346 .. . 

3500 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 214 

3268, 3275 

5 N. W., 161 .. . 

3048, 6190 

15 W. R., 179 .. . 

306 

10 B. L. R.. Ap., 31 

1844, 4967 

W. R., 1864, 379 

1827 


14 B.L.R., 226:L.R., 
A., 7 : 22 W. R., 409. 
1 N. W., Pt. II, p. 26 ; 
1873. 84. 

Agra, F. B., 158 : Ed. 
119. 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 227 
7 W. R., 487 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 1 

5 W. R., Act X, 90 
25 W. U , 14 
3 N. W., 22 
5 N. W., 142 

7 W. R., 291 


25 W. R., 104 . 

2 Agra, Mis., 5 . 

16 W. R., P. C., 28 . 

5 W. R., P. C., 34: 1 

Moore’s I. A., 363. 

1 Agra, 150 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 402 : L. R., 
61. A., 211. 

6 W. R.. 173 

21 W. R., 435 . 

2 Hay, 515 . 

6 AV. R., 38 

22 W. R., 534 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 29 : 4 W. 

R., Act X, 23. 

I. L. R , 4 Mad., 167 . 

1 Agra, 191 

9 W. E., P. C., 9: 11 Moore’s 
I. A., 468. 

2N. W.,481 


6091 

5532 

660 

1249, 1342 
2282, 23()9 
3632, 6200 
4893 
682 
5117 
4649 

280 


3726 

460 

3015 

481, 1679 
2708 

1616, 2930 

214 

3127 

1250,3868 

4421,4857 

1030,6014 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6555 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 
of • 
Digest. 


Mahomed Zahur Alum v. Chunder Cumar . 

Mahomed Zakaoolla v. Banee Pershad 
Maliomed Zamir v. Abdool Hakim 
Mahomed Zuheerul Huq v. Biitoolun . . • • 

Mahomedan Association v. Bakshi Ram 
Mahomet Hossein v, Hadzi Abdiillah 
Mahommed Isaack Muslij^ack v. Azeezoon NissaBe-^ 
gam. 3 


Mahram Das v, Ajudhia 

Mahtab Chunder Bahadoor v. Ram Lall Mookcrjeo | 

Mahtab Kooer v. Buldeo Singh . 

Mahtab Koomaree. In the matter of 
M ahtab Kuar v. Collector of Shah jahanpur 
Mahtab Rai v. Sant Lai . 

Mahtab Singh v. Misree Lall , . 

- - ' V, Sadhooram Bhugut . 

Mahuddee Alice Khan v. Roheemoodeen 
Maidin Saiba v. Nagapa . 

Mai] ha Singh v, Jhow Lai 
Mailamdi Fakir Taripulla Pramanik 
Mailaraya v. Subbaraya Bhut . 

Maina Koer v. Luchmun Bhuggut 
Mainath Kuari v. Debi Bakhsh Rai . 

Mainath Singh v. Moorta Kooer 
Mainooddeen v. Nubo Coomaree Dcbia 
Majid Hossein v. Jecawon Khewat . 

Majoram Ojha v, Nilmoney Singh Deo 

Makandas Kalidaa v. Shankardaa Haribhai 
Makath Unni Moyi v. Malabar Kaiidapunni Nair 
Makbul Ahmad v, Iftikharunnissa Begum 

Makbul Ali v. Masnad Biboe 

Makhan Kuar v. Jasoda Kuar . 

Makhan Lai Gulzari Lai 

Makhanlal v, Srikrishna Singh . 

Makhan Lall Saha v. Makhan Chora Saha 
Makhun Chunder Shaha v. Chand Monee Dassee 
Makhun Kooer v. Tincowree Dntt 
Makhun Naikin v. Manchaud Ladhabhai 
Makoond Adit v. Suttoorghun Adit . 

Makoondonath Bhadoory v. Shrb Chunder Bhadoory 
Maksood Ali Khan v. Ghazeeooddeen Khan 
Maktab Beg v, Hasan Ali 
Maktum valad Mohidiu v. Imam valad Mohidin 
Makud V. Bahori Lai 
Makudu Ravullan v, Mastan Sahib 
Makund v. Bahori Lai 
Makunda valad Balacharya v, Sitaram 
Makundi v, Sarabsukh 
Makundi Kuar v, Balkishen Das • 

Makundi Lall v, Kaunsila 
Makund Lall v. Raghoput Doss 


5 C. L. B., 449 . 

1502 

1 N. W., Ed. J879, 135 

3891, 3958 

I. L. B., 12 Calc., (i7 . 

6332 

1 W. R., 79 

3675 

I. L. R., 6 All , 284 . 

4274 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 727 . 

163, 2033 

I. L. B., 4 Mad., 341 . 

4391 

I. L. R., 8 All., 452 . [ 

6236, 6236 
6119 

I. L. E., 3 Calc., 351 : 1 

2605 

L. R. 168. 

4 N. W., 68 

1620 

19 W. R., 62 

4949 

I. L. R., 5AI1.,419 

4014 

I. L. R., 6 AIL, 276 . 

3965 

2 Agra, 88 . . 

3969 

25 W. R., 419 . 

1116 

lloiirkr, 0. C., 164 

1193 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 96 

3118,3420 

6 N. W., 364 

221,6469 

T. L. R., 8 Calc., 644 . 

1303, 6565 

1 Mad., 81 . 

2719 

1 C. L. R., 250 . 

5451 

I. L. R , 3 All., 757 . 

3621 

24 W. R., 375 . 

4237 

24 W. B., 247 . 

6636 

3 Agrn, 233 ... 

1781 

13 B. L. R., 198: 21 W. B.,1 

321, 4910 

326. ' 

6313 

12 Bora., 241 

4824, 4829 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 268 

6195 

7N.W., 124 ,. 

5768, 5838 

3 B.L R.,A.C., 64: 11 W.^ 

1786, 2080 

R., 396. 

I. L. R., 6 AIL, 399 

3984 

I. L. R., 6 AIL, 289 

2645 

2 B. L. R , P. C., 44 : 11 W.) 

610, 1577 

R.. P. C., 19: 12 Moore’s > 

4020. 4187 

I. A . 157. J 

I. li. R., 11 Calc., 271 

4108 

8 W. R., 105 

675 

14W. R.,22 

4914. 

6 Bom., A. C., 107 

3151 

17 W. R., 567 

6232 

19 W. E., 102 . 

1^80, 3526 

3 Agra, 158 

3369 

I. L. R., 8 AIL, 651 

24S . 

10 Bom., 293 

* 6041 

I. L. E., 3 AIL, 824 

4144 

1 Mad., 102 

6788 

I. L. R., 3 AIL, 824 

314 

6 Bom-, A. C., 102 

3131, 3133 

I. L. R., 6 All , 417 

2086 

I. L. R., 3 AIL, 328 

1717, 3299 

1. L. R., 1 AIL, 668 

5492 

2 Agra, 83 . . 

1353 



6556 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Makiiiid Lall Sookul v, Goluk Chunder Dutt 
Makund Ram v» Debi Das 

V. Makund Ram 

Mala^uvi Garudiah v. Narayana Rungiah 
Malan v. Queen • . . . 

Malavaraya Nayanar v, Oppayi Ammal 
Malchus V. Broughton 


Malcolm V. Gasper • • • 

Maleebun v, Kaseeda 
Maleshappa bin Karvirappa v, Bassappa bin Ningai)pa) 
Shetavnekar. ^ ) 

Malhari v. Narso Krishna 

Malhari valad Raghoji v. Tukaram valad Darkoji 
Malick Bapoo Mejan v. Hari Walub Nagurdas 
Mallama v Venkappa • • 

Mallappah v. Nagannah . ^ 

Mailikarjunudii v. Mallikarjnniidu 
Mallik Jawad-ul-Hnq v» Ramprasad Das 
Maloddee No 8 h 3 ’o v. Bnllubbee Kant Dhur 
Maloji Santaji v. Vithu Hari . . 

Malraja alias Krishuama Rajah v, Narayanasamy Rajah 

Maluk Chand Surma v, Karlu Chandra Surma . j 

Mammali v. Pakki ....... 

Mamoola Khanum v. Mahomed Easa Khan 

Mamlazul Huq v, Niibhai Singh . . . j 

Manally Chenna Kesavaraya v. Mangadu Vaidelinga . 
Manappa Mudali v. McCarthy . • • • • 

Mana Vikrama v. Malliche¥ry Kristnan Nambudri 

Mana Vikraman v. Sundaran Pattar .... 
Man Bhari v, Naunidh ...... 

Mancharam v. Pranshankar 

Mancharam Kalliandas v, Ratilal Lalshankar 
Mancharji Hirji Readymoney. In re . . 

Manchar]! Pestanji v. Narayan Lakshumanji 
Mancharji Sorabji Chulla v. Kongseoo 
Mancharsha Ashpandiarji v, Kamrunisa Begam • 
Mancherji Kawasji Davur Mithibai 
Manchharam* Kalliandas v, Bakshe Saheb Mir Mainudin 7 
Kham^ . ^ 

Maneckji Limji Mancherji v, Goolbai 
Maneerun v. Luteefun • 

Manekji Framji. In re • . • • • • 

Maneklal Amratlal v, Shivlal Bhogilal . • . 

Manessur Doss v. Collector and Municipal Commis-") 
sioners of Chapra. i 

Mangala Debi v, Dinanath Bose • • • 

Mangaldas Natbubhoy v, Krishnabai 

Mangal Khan Mumtaz Ali • . • • • 

Mangamma v. Timmapaiya . . • 




Column 

Volume and Page. 


of 

Digest. 

9 W. R , o72 


4010 

6 N. W., 324, note 


3809 

T. L. R., 6 All, 228 . 


818 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 359 . 


333 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 11 . 


261 

1 Mad., 349 


2062 

I. L R., 11 Calc., 691 . 


728 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 193 . 


6207 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 278 . 


6026 

26 W. R., 401 . 


690 

1 Bom., 10 


4820 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 174 • 


5419, 5894 

6 Bom., A. C., 86 


3025 

5 W. R., P. C., 112 


1401 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 277 . 


848 

6 Mad., 131 


068^„ 

1. L. R., 8Mad., 185 . 


3581, 3992 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 281 . 


4561. 60< 2 

13 W. R., 190 . 


3062 

I. L. R., 9'Bom., 620 • 


1519 

4 Mad., 281 


3267 

B. L. R.,Sup.Vol., 399: 5 W. 
R., 76. . . . 


1816 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 428 . 

13 W. R., 429 . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 711 : 12 C. 

\ 

4266 

1783 

574 

L. R., 318^ 


I. L. R., 1 Mad., 343 . 

1 

29, 3234 
3363 

I. L, R., 3 Mad., 192 . 

1 

5071, 6701 
6735 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 68 

f 

180,388 

5953 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 148 . 

, 

3765 

I. L. R., 4 All, 40 

, 

2262 , 4844 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 298 

( 

1 

2261,2454 

4300 

6 Bom., A. C., 39 


3175, 3457 

6 Bom., 0. C., 65 


2671 

1 Bom., 77 


2536,6121 

6 Bom., 0. C., 69 


6137 

6 Bom., A. C., 109 


4022, 4239 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 606 . 


4242 

6 Bom., A. C., 231 


6681 

I. L. R., 3 Bum., 241 • 


4345, 4530 

3 W. R., 46 


3146 

3 Bom., 0. C., 167 


2664 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 426 


5694 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 409 


2848 

4B. L. R..O. C.,72: 12 W.l 
R., 0. C., 35. i 

2259 

I. L. R.. 6 Rom., 38 . 


2538 

I. L. R., 2 All., 239 


4090 

3 Mad., 134 

• 

4262 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6557 


Namo of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Mangina Khatun v. Collector of Jessore • 

Mangniram Marwari v, Dliovvtal Roy 
Man Gobind Doss Moliapatter v. Jankee Ram 
Man Gobind Sircar v, Umbika’Moiiee Dossia 
Mangu V, Lai Kandhai Lai . . - . 

Man Gurobinee Dassea v. Kliettur Chunder Ghose 

Man! Chandra Dass. In the matter of • . 

Manickavelu Mudali v. Arbuthnot & Co. 
Manickbai v. Hormasji Bomanji 
Manick Chand v, Bishaishur Bukhsli Singli 

Manick Chund v. Jomona Dass . . . 


3 B. L. R., Ap., 144: 12 W. ' 
R., 311. 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 669 . 

W. R., 1864, 211 
16 W. R., 218 . 

I. L. R., 8 All., 475 
2 W. R., Act X, 47 
2 B. L. R., A. C., 188 : 11 ) 
W. R., 62. 

1. L. R., 4 Mad., 404 . 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 647 ^ 

2 Agra, 99 

7 C. L. R., 88 . 


• V. Jomoona Doss 

Manick Chunder alias Protap Chunder Roy v. Raj 
Luckhee Dossee. 

Manick Chunder Doss v. Dwarkanauth Doss • 
Manick Chunder Dutt y. Bhuggobutty Dossee 
Manick Chunder Roy v. Lallinon Sheikh • 

Manick Moyee Chowdrain v, Pooruo Chunder Roy 
Manickram v, Ramyad Ram .... 

* V. Roopnarain Singh . . • 

Manick Sett v. Khettermohnn Gossamee 
Manick Singh v, Pirthee Singh 

Manickya Moyee v. Boroda Prosad Mookerjce 
Manikam Mudali v. Queen . • • . 

Manik Chand v, Madhoram . • • • 

Manikji Mehervanji v. Rahirotulla Alubhai • 

Manikji Shapurji Kaka. In re . 

Manikji Sorabji v. Cama .... 

Maniklal Atmaram v, M anchershi Dinsha . 

Maniklal Baboo v, Ramdas Mazumdar 

Maniklal Veuilal v. Lakha .... 

Manikya Row Lakshmayyah v, Manikja Row Gopal Row 

Mani Lall Sahu v. Collector of Sarun • 

Maniram Deb v, Debi Charan Deb 
Maniram v. Mashihan .... 

Maniruddin v. Gaur Chandra Shamadar 

Maniruddin Ahmed v. Ram«Chand 
Manirullah v. Ramzan All . . . 

Mani Shankar Hargovan v, Trikam Narsi . 

Maniswar Das v, Bir Portab Sahu 

Maniyam Narasimma Qaundan v, Ayya Krishnama”^ 
Chariyar. j 

Manjanatha v. Narajana 

Manjunath Badrabhat Venkatesh Govind Shanbhog . 
Mankee Koer v» Khedoo Lall 


I. L. R., 8 Calc., 645 

19W.R., 252 . 

2 Hay, 602 ... 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 443 

8W. R., 214 
17W. R.,610 . 

2W. R., 63 

Marsh., 5 : 1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 36 
1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 101 . 

5 N. W., 163 

1. L. R., 9 Calc., 355; llC.t 
L. R., 430. ) 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 63 • 

3 B. L. R., P. C., 5 : 11 W. 
R., P . C., 42 : 13 Moore 8 
I. A., 1. 

1 Bom., Ap , 1 

6 Bom., 0. C., 61 . 

3 Bom., 0. C., 159 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 269 . 

IB. L. R., A.C.,92; 10 W.) 

R., 132. i 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 429 

7 Mad., 400 .. . 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 93 : 14 W. ^ 

R., 424. 3 

4B.L. R., F. B., 97: 13W.1 
R., F. B., 42. j 

4B. L. R.,Ap., 66 

7 B.L. R., 165: 15 W. R.,) 

Cr., 89. 3 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 341 . 

IC. L. R., 293 . 

6 Bom., A. C., 42 

6 B. L. R., 646: 15 W. R.,> 

188. 3 

7 Mad., 37 . : 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 362 . 

I. L. K., 6 Bom., 54 
2 Hay, 623 ... 


6367 

2712 
1703 
2735 
3188 
8, 530 

1040 

3172,6056 

6197 

4536 

4680, 6861 
5855 

4680, 6851 
5855 

687 

6301 

2130 

5827, 6830 
669 
6247 
884 
4911 
4997 

3155,4288 

4613 

463 


40 


414 

4578 



6568 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Mankee Kooer v. Munnoo ‘ . 

Mankoonwer v. Dilawur Ilossein Klian 
Mankuar V. Jasodha Kuar 

■« V. Ram Ki all ore 

— - — ■' V. Tara Singh . 

Manly V, Manly .... 

* ■■■— V, Patterson 


— V. ' . 

Manmahini Dasi v, Balak Chandra Pandit 


Manmal valad Surat Mai v. Dasbrath valad Nara^^ 


Manmohiiii Chowdhrain v. Premchand Roy 


Mannalal tJ. Bank of Bengal 
Manna Singh v. Uamadhiii Singh 
Manni Kasaundhan v. Crooko . 

Alannoo Dossee v. Ishan Chunder Banerjee. 
Maunu Lai v. Harsukh Das • . . 


Mannu Lall v, Pegue 


Manockji Petit Manufacturing Company v, Mahalaxmi 
Spinning and Weaving Company. 

Manohar v. Gebiapa ’ . 

A^anohar Bhivrav Potanis. Ex parte . . , 

Manohar Das v. Hhagabati Dasi • 

V. Manzur Ali .... 

Manohar Ganesh v. Bawa Ram Charan Das . 


ATanohar Ganesh Tambekar v. Cliutabhai Alithabhai 
Manohar G. Tambekar. In re ... 

Manohar Lai v. Gauri Shankar .... 
Manohar Ram Chandra v. Lakshman Mahadev . 

Mano Mohun Ghose v, ATothura Mohun Roy 

Manoollah v. Gunes 

Manooram Shaw v. Hurry Persaud Roy 
Alan raj Kuari Rad ha Prasad Singh 
Mansang v. Government of Bombay . , 

Mansba Devi v. Jiwan Mai .... 
Man Singh v, Narayan Das .... 
Mansing Lalung v. Theram Doloye 
Man Singh Mahtoon v, Bhaik Narain Mahtoon . 
M anson v. Golam Kebria Moonshee , 

Mansuk Das v. Rangayya Chetti 
Mansukhram Purshotam v. Javarevohu 

Mansur Ali Khan v. Sarju Pershad 

Mantappa Nadgowda v. Baswantrao Nadgowda . 

Mantena Rayaparaj v, Chekuri Venkataraj 
Manthareswara Atyar v. Kamala Naiker 
Man Turunginee Dabee v, Boistub Churn Bhudder 
Manual Fruval v. Sanagapalli Latchmidevamma . 



Volume and Page. 


UB. L. R., 315:22 W. R.,^ 

oi'H, j 

1 Af'ra, Rpv., 36 . 

I. L. R., 1 All., 478 
I. L. It., 6 All., 314 
I. L. R., 7 All., 683 
14W. R., 136 . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 339 : 9C. L.l 
R., 166. i 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 394 , 

8B. L. R., 22: 15 W. B.,1 
498. ] 

9 Bom., 147 

6 B. L. R., 1 : 14 W. R., F. i 

B., 4. > 

I. L. R., 1 All., 309 
I. L. R., 4 All., 252 . 

I. L. R., 2 All., 296 
15 W. R., 245 
I. L. R., 3 All., 233 
9 B. L. U., 175, note : 10 W. ) 
R., 379. > 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 617 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 31 
i Bom., 396: 2tid EJ., 374 
1 B. L. R., O. C., 28 
I. L. R., 5 All., 40 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 219 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 347 
I. L. R., 4 Bom.. 26 
I. L. R., 1 All., 476 
I. L. K., 9 Bom., 371 
I. L. R., 7 Calc., 225 : 8 C. L. 

R., 126. j 

3 390 

Bourke, O. C.. 162 
I. L. R., 6 All., 466 
I. L. R., 4 Bom., 443 
I. L. R., 6 All., 617 
I. L. R., 1 All., 480 
22 W. R., 395 
19W. R..210 
15 W. R., 490 . 

1 Mad., 162 

7 Bom., A. C., 122 
L. R., 13 1. A., 113: I. L.1 

R.. 9 All.. 20. J 

15 W. E., P. C., 33: 14 1 
Moore’s I, A., 24. J 

1 Mad., 100 
3 Mad., 88 . 

1 W. R., 110 
7 Mad., 104 


Column 

of 

Diircst. 


3390 

4909 

1097 

240 

6275,5451 
2022, 5015 

3095 

1402,3440 

2421 

4820 

215, 3810 

1105 

4542 

3228, 4» >78 
747 
3210 

3380 

1384 

1522, 3541 
2800 

1823, 4233 
4249 

105, 1240 
5890 
4004 
1235 
3504 
4342 

4183 

5278 

4070 

1244 

4389 

2436 

6025 

6070 

1770 

689, 1724 
1115, 1367 
1939 

3987 

5824 

2215 

636 

480 

3549 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6559 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pape. 


Column 

of 

Dipefit. 


Manu Miya v. Empress 

Manwar Ali v. Annodapersad Rai 

Maracho Kooer v. Chutoorbhooj Sahoy • 

Marakar v. Parameswaran .... 
Marakar Akalh Kondarakayil Mamu v, Punjapatatli 
Kuttu. 

^arakkal v. Kandappa Goundan 

Marana Ammanna v. Pendyala Perubotulu • • 

JVIaratib Ali Abdul Hakim • • • • 

M a rear 

Mari V, Obinnammal . • . . . . 

Mariam Bejjum v. Rye Churn Dutt • • . 

Markundi Dial v. Ram Baran Rai 

Marsliall. In the matter of ... . 

Marthamma v. Kittu Sheregara • 

Martin v. Baker •••••• 

■ ■■ — V, Lawrence ..... 

■ - v» Pursram ...... 

■ V, Sheorara Lai ..... 

Mariiti Narayan v. Lilachand .... 
Marwady Beejarajoo v. Haynes 

“ Mary Stuart,” The, v. The “ Nevada ” 
Musarat-un-nissa v. Adit Kara .... 
Maseyk. In the nnitter of ... . 

tj, Pergnssou , . • . • 


• V, Grish Chuuder Chuckerbutty 

■ V, Hedger 

Mashishurec Dossee v. Ram Sagur Singli 
Mashook Ali Khan v. Jowala Buksh . 
Mashook Ameen Suzzada v. Marera Reddy 
Mashoollali Khan v. Ram Lall Agurwallah 
Masooina Bebee v, Nazur Fatma 
Masseyk v. Jugobundhoo Dutt . 

Massim Meah v. Sham Doss 
Massim Mollah v. Panjoo Ghoramce . 
Masuma Bibi v. Collector of Ballia . 

Mata Deen v. Ohundee Deen 

Matadeen Doobey v, Chiindee Deen Doobey 

Matadeen Roy v. Mussoodun Singli . 

Matangini Debi v. Jaykali Debi 

Mata Parshad v. Janki . • 

Mata Pershad v. Bhageeruthee . 

V, Bhugmanee 

Mata Prasad Gauri 
Matapulut Singh v. Mata Dyal . 

Mathappa v. Chellappa 

Mathews v. Giridharilal Fatechand . 

Mathoo Sahoo v, Lalah Ameer Chand 


Mathra Parshad. In the matter of the petition of 
Mathura Das v. Babii Lai 
■ ■ V. Mitohell . 


I. L. R., 9 Calc., 371: 11 C.) 

L. R., 52. 3 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 644 : 6 C. L. 

R., 71 : L. R., 7 I. A., 1. 

24 W. R., 459 .. . 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 140 • 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 61 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 373 . 

I. L. R., 3 Mad , 230 . 

I.L. R., 1 All.,567 
I. L. R., 2 Mad., 239 . 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 107 * 

13 W. R.. 269 .. . 


I. L. R., 2 All., 735 
I. L. R., 7 Calc., 421 ; and on ) 
appeal, 10 C. L. R., 591. 3 

6 Mad , 91 . 

15 B. L. R., 372 . 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 655 
2 Agra, 124 
1. L. R., 4 All., 232 
I. L. R., 6 Bom., 564 

6 Mad., 83 . 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 866 
I. L. R., 5 All., 568 
15 W. R., Cr , 1 
I. L. R., 4 Calc., 304 
I. L. R., 4 < ale., 670 
24 W. R., 34 
W. R., 1864, 306 . 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 69 
2 N. W., 290 
8 Mad., 31 . 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 6 
I’N. W., 117: Ed. 1873, 203 

1 W. R., Mis., 12 
22 W. R., 189 . 

21 W. It., 373 . 

I. L. R., 7 All., 687 

2 N. W.. 54 

6N. W., 118 
10 W. R., 293 . 

5 B. L. R.. 466 : 14 W, 

0. C., 23. 

7 N. W., 226 
2 N. W., 78 

1 N.W., 75: Ed. 1873, 1 
I. L. R., 3 All., 69 


. II, \ 


28 


3 Agra, 275 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 196 . 

7 Bom., O. C., 1 . • • 

15 B. L. R., b03:24 W. ) 
R., 24. 3 

I. L. R., 1 All., 296 
I.L. R., 1 All., 683 
I. L. R., 4 All., 206 . 


2756 

3427 

3501 

3764, 6088 
3964 

3956, 3965 
4416 
1052 
2312 
61o2 
5201 

2640 

6663 

4326 

1042 

3886 

4812 

1468.2410 

5686 

126 

4774 

4503 

5901, 6219 
6220 
4593 
36 
646 
3335 
3889 
5890 
497 
6863 
6137 
1167 
1262 
2918 

2918. 2919 
1500 

2525 

2864 
2208 
4 4033 

6699 
3043 
1996 
2()48 

3969 . 

5123, 5936 
3208 

4191, 4845 



6560 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Mathura Das v. Nathuni Lall Mabta . 

Mathuradas Govardhundas v, Fatma Ulka Begam 
Mathuradas J^jivaudas v, Natha Baja 
Mathuradas ifowji v. Goculdas Madhowji . 
Mathuradas Naudvalabh v. Bai Amthi 
Mathuradas Kauchoddas v. Kalla Khushal • 

Mathura Mohun Saha v. Gjaram Ualdar 

Mathura Naikin v, Esu Naikin . • . • 

Mathuranath Chuckerhutty. In the matter of the pe- 
tition of. 

Mathuranath Dutt v, Kedar Nath Mookerjee 
Mathuranath Kundu v. Campbell 

.. — V. Steel .... 

Mathura Pandey v. Ram Rucha Tewari 

Mathura Persad Singh v. Luggun Koer 
Mathura Prasad v. Durjan Singh • . . 

Mati Singh v. Lilanand Singh .... 
Matonginy Dassee v. Chowdhry Junmunjoy Mullick 

Mattongeney Dossec v, Ramnarain Sadkhan 

Matuki Misser v, Queen-Empress 

Matungee Chum Mitter v. Moorrary Mohun Ghose 

Matunginee Debea v, Gugun Chunder Bhooy 
Matunginee Dossee v. Haradhun Doss 

V, Hureepershad Mundul • 

Matungunce Dabea v, Kalee Dabea 
Mauji Ram v. Tara Singh .... 
Mavulali Amirudin Sharif v. Gundu Sobbanadri . 
Mayabhai Prembhai v. Tribhuvandas Jagjivandas 

Mayadeb Gossami. In the matter of the petition of. 

Mayandi v. McQuhae 

Mayandy Tevan v. Naranaiyan .... 
Mayaram v, Lachho . . . • ' . 

■ ' ' — V. Prag Dat . * . . . 

Mayaram Bhairam v. Motirara Govindram . 
Mayashankar v, Harishankar .... 
Mayavaiijari Chumaren i;. Nimini Mayuran 
Mayer v» Sowlatoouissa ..... 

May hew v, Tulloch 

Mayho v. Williams 

Mayna Bai v, Uttaram ..... 

Mayor of Lyons v. Advocate General of Bengal . 

' V, East India Company • 

Mazedoonissa Beebee v. Fuezeu Beebeo . 

Mazha Ali v, Mahomed Sahib Khan . 

Mazhar Ali v. Budh Singh .... 
Mazhar Ali Khan v. Sardar Mai 
Mazzum Ally Khan v, Pirthee Singh . . 

McConnell v. Mayer ..... 
McGavin v, Wilson ..... 


1. L. R., 11 Calc., 731 . 

5473 

5 Bom., A. C., 63 

1901, 6923 

6 Bom., A. C., 131 • 

5660 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 468 . 

6060 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 522 . 

3231 

7 Bom., A. C., 24 

4828 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 128 

1599 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 546 . 

2116, 2220 
2458 

9B. L. R., 354 : 17 W. R. 

5946 

Cr.. 55. _ _ 

2 B. L. B., A. C., 128 . 

2081 

9 B. L. R., 115, note : 15 W 

4925 

B.. 463. 

I. L. B., 12 Calc., 533 . 

530, 3330 

3B. L. B., A. 0., 108; 11 W, 

902, 1722 

B., 482. 

2017, 5761 

I. L. B., 9 Calc., 616 . 

2728 

I. L. E., 2 All., 639 . 

2724 

2 B. L. B., A. C., 173 . 

3416 

25 W. B., 613 . • 

438, 3266 

I. L. It., 4 Calc., 83 : 2 C. L. 

4808 

B.. 428. 

I. L. B., 11 Calc., 619 

2000, 4365 

I. L. B., 1 Calc., 176:21 W.-) 

5333 

R.. 453. ) 

2 W. B., Mis., 41 

4215 

5 W. E., Act X, 60 

531 

24 W. It., 25 

1216 

2 W. E., 4 . 

6231 

I. L. B., 3 All., 852 

3850 

I. L. It., 6 Mad., 339 . 

3903 

I, L. E., 6 Bom., 258 . 

786, 3544 

I. L. B., 6 Calc., 762 : 8 L 1 

1799 

L. R., 292. y 

I. L. B., 2 Mad., 124 . 

3602 

4 Mad., 108 

1173 

I, L. It., 2 All., 631 

4550 

I. L. B., 5 All., 44 

6806 

2 Bom., 331 : 2iid Ed., 313 

2510 

I. L. It., 10 Bom., 661 . 

5224 

2 Mad., 109 

3763 

2 W. B., Act X, 96 

3129 

4 N. W., 25 

2804, 2806 
5658 

2 N. W., 268 

4668 

2 Mad., 196 ... 

2322 

1. L. B., 1 Calc., 303 : 26 W. ) 


R., 1 : L. K., 3 I. A., 32. > 

1 Moore's I. A., 176 

1570 

4W. R., Mis.,G . 

3457, 3526 

7 N, W., 336 .. . 

1120 

1. L. R., 7 All., 297 

3728 

1. L. R., 2 All., 769 . 

2726 

3 Agra, 263 

1716 

’2N. W., 315 

1706 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S , 405 . 

4603 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


mi 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pago. 


McGiveran v, Hurklioo Singh . 
McGiveron v. Duriaw Cbowdhry 
Afcivor V. Stain bank 

McKellar v, Wallace 


18W. R., 203 . 

20 W. R., 479 . 

5 Mad., 70 . 

6 Moore 8 I. A., 372 . 


McCorkindale. I n the matter of 
• V. Young 


I. L. R., 6 Calc., 1 : 6 C. L. 
R., 406. 

18 W. R., 466 . 


Meah Jan Munshi v, Kurruna Mayi Debi • 

Meab Khan v. Narain Chunder Cbowdhry • 
Meajan Khan v, Akally . • • • 

Mean Jan. In re . . • 

Meanooddeen v. Greesb Chunder Roy Cbowdhry 
Meckjee Khetsee v, Kasowjee Devachund 
Meda Bibi v, Imamau Bibi • 

Medbi Ullee Khan v. Mahomed Wajid Ullee 

Mcechoo Chunder Sircar v. Ravenshaw • 

Meelan Khalifa v, Dwarkanath Goopto • 
Mcer Nawaub. In the matter of 
Mecrun v. Najeebun • . • . 

Meethun Bibee v. Busheer Khan 

Mee Tacc. In the matter of . . . 

Meghbarun Singh v. Mohessur Buksh Singh 
Mfgh Lai Poorce v. Mohammed Dutt Jha . 
Mogh Lall Pooree v. Shib Pershad Madi 

Megh Narayan Sing v, Radha Prasad Singh 

Meghraj v. Beejoy Gobiud Burral 

' V. Zakir Hussain ...» 

Meghraj Singh v, Rashdharee Singh . 

Megji Hansraj v. Ramji Joita . 

Megraj Jagannath v. Gokaldas Mathuradas 
Megraj Singh Joy Miingul Singh 
Meharban Khan v. Muhboob Khan 
Mehdee Ally Khan v. Luchmooput Baboo 
Mehdee Beg v. Zellal Thakoor . 

Mehdee Hossein Khan v. Anjud Ali . 

Mehdi Husain v, Madar Bskhsh 
Meher Ali v. Golam Nuzuff 
* V, Showkut Ali 

Meher Banoo v, Keramut Ali • 

Meherban Singh v. Sheo Koonwer • 

Meher Chand Sahoo v, Moroolyram • * 

Meher Jan v, Gerda . " . 

Meheroonissa v. Bhashaye Merdha . 

V, Roushan Jehan 

Meheroonissa Bibee v, Hur Churn Bose 
Moheroonnissa v, Abdool Gunee 
Mehervanji Mancharji v. Punja Velji 
M eh pal Roy v, Hidayutoollah . • 


8 B. L. R., 1 

18W. R., 197 . 

Marsh., 384 : 2 Hay, 426 
5 W. R., Mis., 20 . 

7 W. R., 230 

4 C. L. R., 282 . 

I. L. R.. 6 All., 207 . 

I N. W., Pt. II, 10: Ed.} 

1873, 70. ^ 

II B. L. R., 9: 19 W. R. 
345. 

1 W. R., Cr., 7 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 315 . 

2 Agra, 335 

7 W. R., P. C., 27: 11 > 

Moore’s I. A., 213. i 

15W. R., 351 . 

5 W. R.. 211’ 

8 C. L R., 369 . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 34 . 

4 B. L. R., A. C., 200 : 13 ^ 
W. R., 224. 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 197 : 23 W 
R., 438. 

I. L. R., 1 All., 280 . 

17 W. R., 281 . 

8 Bom , O. C., 169 
7 Bom., 0. C., 137 
1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 78 . 

7 W. K., 46*2 

I W. R., Mis., 28 

15 W. R., 530 . 

6N.W.,259 

I. L. R.,2 All., 889 . 

II W. R., 333 

8 W. R., 39 

22 W. R., 402 . 

1 Agra, 106 

14 W. R., O. C., 7 
25 W. R., 270 . 

2 W. R., Act X, 29 
17 W. R., 396 

10 W. R., 220 . 

17W. R., 609 . 

5 Bom., 0. C., 147 

1 N. W., 60 : Ed. 1873, 114 



6562 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Mehran v. Kubiran ^ 

Mehtab Singh v, Purma 

Mehur Ali v, Kunhyee 

Mehuroonissa Khatoon v. Wise ..... 
Meislebach. In the matter of the petition of 

Me\aram Nudial v, Thanooram Bamun 

Melgirappa bin Solbappa Teli v. Shivappa bin Erappa . 

Melius V. Vicar Apostolic of Malabar .... 

Meltoon Bibee v. Gibbon 

Memon Hajee Haroon Mahomed v. Abdul ICarim 
Meiiadee Mahomed Cazun Serazee v. Ally Mahomed 
Shoosbey. 3 

Menglas Tea Estate. In re 
Mengur Mundur v, Huree Mohun Thakoor 

Merbai v. Perozebai . . , 

Mercantile Credit and Financial Association. 


(tlamaskar’s case). 

Mercer v. Narpat Rai 
Merjah Janand v. Krishto Chunder aliasKinoo Lahary 
Merwanji Honnusji v, Rustomji Burjorji 
Merwanji Nowroji v. Ashjibai 
Mether Ali v, Queen-Empress . • 

Mewa. In the matter of . • . 

Mewa Koonwer v, Lalla Oudh Beharee Lall 

Mewa Kuwar v. Hulas Kuwar • 


Mewa Lall v. Beharee Lall 

■ V, Mahato 

Mewa Lall Thakur v. Bhujhun Lall • 

Mewa Sing v. Azeezooddeen Khan 

Mhalsabai v. Viihoba Khandappa Gulvo 

Mia Khan t). Bibijan 
Mian Jan v, Man Singh • 

Michael v, Ameena Bibi . 

' ■ ' V. Gordon ... 

Micharaya Guruvu v. Sadasiva Parama Giiruvu 
Michell. In the matter of 

Miller. In re . 

• V, Administrator General of Bengal 

* V, Akhoree Ram . • 

■ V, Barlow .... 

* V. Beer .... 

' V, Brindabun • 


In re 


Volume and Pape. 


• V, Chartered Mercantile Bank of India, London, 

and China. 

• V. Gouripore Company . . . • 


6 B. L. R., 60, note : 13 W. 

R., 49. 

3 Agra, 241 

1 Agra, Rev., 13 . 

15 W. R., F. B., 2, note 
17 W. R., Cr., 49 . 

9 W. R., 652 
6 Bom., A. C., 270 
I. L. R., 2 Mad., 295 

12 W. R., 101 . 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 91 

6 Moore’s I. A., 27 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 383 
23 AV. R., 447 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 268 

3 Bom., O. C., 125 
9 Bom., 27 . 

8 Bom., 0. C., 117 

I. L. R., 1 All., 730 
1. L R., 10 Calc., 507 , 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 628 
I. L. R., 8 Bom., 1 
I. L. R., 11 Calc., 530 
6 N. W., 254 

2 Agrn, 311 

13 B. L. R., 312 : L. R., 1 I. ^ 

A., 157. ) 

HAV. R., 195 . 

25AV. R,152 . 

13 B. L. K., Ap., 11 
13AV. R., 311 


308 


7 Bom., Ap., 26 . 

5 B. L. R., 500: UW.R 
I. li. R., 2 All., 686 
I. L. R., 9 C’alc., 733: 13 0.7 

L. B., 161. j 

2 Iiid. .)ur, N. S.,27l 
I. L. R., 4 Mad., 319 . 

1 C. L. R., 339 . 

4 B. L. R., A. C., 72, note : ) 
12 W. R., 103. i 

I. L R., 1 Calc., 412 . 

15 W. R., 412 . 

14 Moore’s I. A., 209 . ^ i 

6 C. L. R., 294 . 

1. L. R., 4 Calc., 946 : 4 C. 

L. R., 460. 

6 B. L. R., 701 . 

8 B. L. R., 283 . 


Column 

of 

DigeHt. 


3332, 3650 

3416 

1680 

6139 

3741 

2439, 5095 
5100 

2193, 2200 
1780, 4412 
6052 
84, 94 
4628 

2768 

6857 

2589, 3143 
2045, 2265 
6051 
935 
2626 

2669 

422 

5080 

4330 

5242, 5714 
5159,5577 
5913 

2339, 2366 
1684, 3112 

307, 4896 
2762 
1488 
1914 
682,2117 
2131 
3730 
6470 

5685 

3168 

180 

1126, 1322 
5922 

6901 

1245 

2638, 2699 
3099 
5611 

5715 

1527, 2642 
1085, 1219 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6563 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Miller V, Moa Mohun Hoy 

V, Nasmyth’s Patent Press Company 

■ V. Earn Kaujan Chakravarti 

■ V, Eunga Nath Moulick . 

— V. Sheo Prasad • . • 

Mills V. Mitchell . • . • 

V, Modee Pestonjee Khoorshedjee 

Mina Konwari v. Juggat Setani 


Minakshi v. Vein • ; , 

V. Virappa 

Mina Kumari Eibee v, Jagat Sattaui BIbee 
Minnu Sirkar v, Rhedoy Nath Eoy . 

Minto V, Kalee Churn Doss • • 

Mirabivi v, Vella3"anna 
Miritherjeet Singh v. Choker Narain Singh 
Mirtoonjoy Chuckerbutty v. Duroda Kant Eoy 

■ y. Cochrane 

Mirtunjoy Bose v, Shuinsheroounissa Begum 

Mirtunjoy Chuckerbutty v, Cochrane 


Mirtunjo}'^ Dutt v, Kainecnee Dossee 
Mirtunjoy Sircar v, Gopal Chunder Sircar 
Mirza Nawab v, Bahadoor Ali . 
Misajooluissa v, Bunseedhur . • 

Misir Eagho Bardial v, Sheo Baksh Singh 


Misrain v, Gopal Lall Doss 

Misri Kooer v. Maheswar Buksh Singh • 

Misri Lai v. Mozhar Hossein 

Misscr y. Naser Ali . . •. 

Misser Debceper’shad v. Buldeopershad 

Misser Deo Kishun v. Misser Bhugwan Doss 

Missleback v. Luchmec Naraiu 

M issree Loll v. Eainuaraiu 

Mitchell V. Gladstone .... 


V. Mathura Das • 


■ — ■ V, Oriental Gas Companj" 

Mithibai v. Limji Nowroji Banaji 


Mitho Lall V. Seeta Earn . • . • • 

Mitna v, Fuzliub 

Mitrajit Singh v. Tundan Singh 

Mitta Kunth Audhicarry v. Neerunjun Audhicarry 

Mitter Sein v. Narain Singh .... 
Mitterjeet Singh v, Duli Chuud 


I. L. E., 7 Calc., 213 : 8 C. 
L. E., 213. 

I. L. E.. 8 Calc., 312 . 

I. L. E., 10 Calo., 1014 . 

1. L. E., 12 Calc., 389 . 


I. L. E., 6 AIL, 84 :L. E., 10 
I. A., 98. j 

Bourke, O. C., 18 • • • 

2 Moore's I. A., 37 

I. L. E., 10 Calc., 196: 13 C.*) 
L. E., 386 ;L. E., 10 1. A., S 
119. 3 

I. L. E., 8 Mad., 373 . 

I. L. E., 8 Mad., 89 
I. L. E., 10 Calc., 220‘ . 

6 C. L. E., 135 . . 

8 W. E., 327 .. . 

I. L. E., 8 Mad., 464 
2W. E.,68 

6 W. E., Act X, 18 

8 W. E., 202 .. . 

W. E., P. B.,60 . 

4 W. E., P. C., 1 : 10 Moore's ') 
I. A., 229. ) 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 96 . 

10 W. E., 466 .. . 

7 W. E., 156 

IN. W., 193: Ed. 1873, 277 
I. L. E., 9 Calc., 439 : 12 C. L. \ 
E.,620: L.E.,9I. A., 197.) 
low. E., 376. . 

B. L. E., Sup. Vol., 13 : Marsh., ^ 
627 : W. E., P. B., 116. ) 

I. L. E., 13 Calc., 262 . 

21 W. E., 33 . • . 

6N.W., 116 

3 Agra, 199 
17W. E., 504 • . 

Cor., 63 . . • • 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 406 . 

I: L. R., 8 All., 6 : L. R., 12 


I. A., 160. 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 323 . 


1. L. E., 6 Bom., 45 
I. L. E., 5 Bom., 506 ; and on 
appeal, I.L. R., 6 Bom., 151. ) 
1 Agra, Eev., 40 . 

6 B. L. E., 148 : 16 W. R., 

P n.. 16: 13 Moore’s I. 


A., 673. _ 

3 B. L. E., Ap., 88 : 12 W.. 

R.. 14. . ) 

14 B. L. E., 166 : 22 W. E., \ 
437. ) 

1 N. W., 206 : Ed. 1873, 289 . 
5 C. L. E., 243 . 


2628 

3105 

4714 

2382, 3353 
3380 

2643 

3101 
69, 4648 

1706, 3468 

4677 

2154, 2533 
5449 
1846 
1352 
3639 
2989 
4169 
1934 
4161 

2706, 4586 

1208 

3013 

1471 

4596 

6066 

4586 

210 

3889 

1733 

1216 

171 

3010' 

4320 

2686 

4816, 4845 

2677 

217 

4240 
< 1645 

2748 


1611 

2454,4300 

4863 

3923 



6561 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Nume of Cuse. 


Volamo and Page. 


Mitterjdet Singh v. Heirs of the widow of JuswuntC 
Singh. ( 

V, Mookh Lall Singh • 

> ' ■- V, Hadhapershad Singh 

Mitthoo Lall v. Gholam Nuseer-ood-deeu . 

!Mittoo Khan v, Kuhman Khan . • 

Mittoo Lall V, Mahtab Kooeree 
Mittrajit Singh v, Raghnbunsi Singh 
Mittun Bihee v. Buzloor Khan 
Mittunlal Sahoo v, Nadur . , . 

Mitturjeet Singh v. Fitzpatrick . . • 

Mija Gulam Nahi v, Kharanbibi . . • 

Mizajool Nissa v. Buushee Dhar 
Mobaruck Ali v. Ameer AH . 

• V. Soomee Kunja Charee 

Mobaruck Shaw v. Toofany .... 

Mobaruk Ali v, Boistub Churn Chowdhry . 

V. Iiudad Ali .... 

Alobarukoonissa Begum v. Ozeer Jemadar . 
Mobkoonissa v. Dewan AJi «... 
Modalatha. Ex parte ..... 
Modee Huddin Jowardar v, Sandes . . • 

Modee Kaikhooscrow Hormusjee v, Cooveerbbaee . 


6 W. B., P. C., 16 : 3 Moore’s ' 
I. A., 42. 

26 W, R., 139 
23 W. B., 368 
3 Agra, 276 
8 W. R., 361 
19 W, R., 98 
8 B. L. R., Ap.,^6 • 

8 W. R., 392 

I W. R., 63 

II W. R., 206 

6 Born., A. C., 177 . 

I N. W., 193 : Ed. 1873, 277 

21W. R., 252 . 

3 N. W., 168 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 206 : 2 C. 
L. R., 446. 

II W. R., 26 

16 W. R., 200 . 

8 W. R., 107 

4 W. R., Mis., 22 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 75 . 

12 W. R., 439 . 

4 W. R., P.0.,94: 6 Moores 
I. A., 448. 


4003 
6187 
4306 
194, 3462 
226 
2154 
6623 
4931 
1609 
312 
249 

6337, 5340 
203, 1880 

5292 

2700, 3835 
4191 
6734 
411.5375 
198, 5733 
1582, 3018 
265, 622 
4242 


Modhe V, Dongre 

Modhoo Bibee v. Ram Manicko Dey .... 
Modhoo Dossia v. Nobin Chunder Roy . . 

Modhoo Dyal Singh v, Golbur Singh .... 
V, Kolbur Singh .... 

Modhoomntty Debia v, Dhunput Singh • 

Modhoo Ram Dey v. Boydonath Doss 
Modhoo Soodun v. Kaemoolah Biswas .... 
Modhoosoodun Chatterjee v. Juddooputty Chuckerbutty . 
Modhoosoodun Chowdhry v. Ram Mobun Ghur . 
Modhoosoodun Chuckerbutty v, Nufur Bawal 
Modhoosoodun Dey v, Bissonath Dey 

*■ " ' V, Mohendronath Mookeijee . 

Modhoosoodun Ghose v, Romanath Ghose . 
Modhoosoodun Ghose alias Madbub Chunder Ghose \ 
V, Joy ram Hazrah. 

Modhoosoodun Koondoo v. Madhubram Scwloll . 
Modhoo Soodun Manjee v. Dabee Gobind Newgee. 
Modhoo Soodun Mojoomdar^^. Brojonath Koond Chowdhr} 
Modhoosoodun Mookeijee v. Jadub Chunder Banerjee 

— V, Kirtee Chunder (ihose 

Modhoo Soodun Mulick v. Panch Cowree Mulick . 
Modhoo Soodun Roy Chowdhry v, Bhikaree Roy'i 

Chowdhry. j 

Modhoosoodun Sandial v» Soroop Chunder Sircar ( 
Chowdhry. (. 

Modhoosoodun Singh v. Collector of Midnapore . 

— — V. Moran & Co. 

Prithee Bullub Paul 


. I. L. R., 5 Bom., 609 

. 

( 2739,4295 
1 |4411 

. 6 W. R., Civ. Ref., 31 

, 

6071 

. 16 W. R., 25 

, 

. 4623 

. 9'W. R., 511 


2189 

. B. L. R.. Sup. VoL, 1018 

2189 

. 13 W. R., 167 . 


( 3515,5725 
i 6728 

. 9 W. R., 692 


. 2934, 5025 

. 9 W. R., 327 


2092 

. 9 W. K.i 116 


. 3064, 4298 

. 8 W. R., 473 


. 2929,2930 

. 1 W. R., 196 


631, 540 

. 16 B. L. R., 361 . 


4568 

. 9 W. R., 206 


. 4414,4609 

. 12 W. R.. 65 


. 1490, 1884 


13 W. R., Cr., 39 

959 

15 W. R., 161 . 

6719 

10 W. R., F. B., 36 . 

3748 

6 W. R., Act X, 44 

. 3152,3180 

3 W. 11., 194 

. 2276, 2437 

18 W. R., 7 

. 3480, 3508 

7 W. R., 302 

6221 

6 W. R., Mis., 11 . 

2943 

7 W. R., P. C., 73 : 4 Moore’s 
I. A., 431, 

‘j 3334,4660 

Marsh., 214 

93 

11 W. It., 43 

. 4245, 4588 

16 W. R., 231 . 

( 81, 4267 

[ 6122 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6£65 


Name of Omc. 


Tolumc and Pago. 


Modhoosoodun Singh v, Purtee Bullub Paul 
Modhu Soodun Chowdhry v, Cochrane 
Modnarain Puri. In the matter of the petition of 
Modoosoodun Mozoomdar v, Bindobashiny Dossee 
Modoosoodun Paul v, Doyal Chand 'Mullick 
Modun Mohun. In the matter of the petition of 

Modu^ Mohun Chowdhry v, Ashad Ally Beparee • 


Modun Mohun Dosa v. Gokul Doss • . • | 

Modun Mohun Gbose Hazra v. Boroda Sondori Daaia . 
Mofizooddeen v. Amooddeen . . . . • • 

Mofukhurl Moolk Musaeerud Dowla Syed Sufdar Ally 1 
Khan V, Mackintosh. J 

Mofuzel Hossein v. Golam Ambiah 

Mofuzzel Hossein v. Tussooduk Ali Khan • 

Mogul Begum v. Pukeerun Becbee 
Mohabat Ali v. Ali Mahomed Kulal . 

Mohabeer Doss v. Lalla Roy . . 

Mohabeer Pershad Singh v. Collector of Tirhoot 


Mohabeer Singh . | 

Mohabeer Singh. In the matter of the petition of 

— — V. Dhujjoo Singh .... 

Mohabir Pershad Singh v, Olpberts .... 
Mohabir Singh v. Ram Baghowan Chowbey 
Mohabuth Ally v. Myrnonissa ..... 
Mohadoay Kooer v, Haruk Narain .... 
Mohadeb Mundul v, Cowell . . . ... 

■' V. Modhoo Mundul 

Mohadeb Shaha v, Sheo Suhoy Geer .... 
Mohadeo Lall v. Nundun Lall • . • . . 

Mohadeo Misser v. Lahoree Misser .... 
Mohamaya Chowdhrain v, Durga Churn Shaha 
Mobamaya Dossee v. Kndoo Bashinoe Dossee 
Mohamaya Goopta v, Nilmadhab Rai .... 
Mohamed Azssar Ali v, Nassir Mohamod 
Mohamed Beg v, Jugger Nauth Dass ; claim of Omer-') 
chand. i 

Mohamed Eljihee Buksh v, Kally Mohun Mookho-f 
padhya. I 

Mohamed Eshak. ‘ In the matter of the petition of 
Mohamed Ghous v. Kurreemoonissa .... 
Mobbed Golab v. Mohabeer Sineb .... 
Mohamed Masik v. Malkai Mukftdrai Uzwa Bad8hah7 
Mehal Saheba. ) 

Mohamed Villayet-ool-lah Khan v. Ahmed Ilusstin Khan 
Mohammed Singh v. Mughy Chowdhrain 
Mohamoya Dossee v. Doyamoyc Chowdhrain 
Moha Moyee Dossee v. Joodhister Deb 
Mohamudde Begum v, Oomdutoonissa 
Mohana v. Sadodin ..... 

Mohan Chand Kandu v. Azim Kazi Cbowkidar 


W. R., 1864. 140 . 

6 C. L. R., 417 . 

18 W. B., Cr., 26 . 

6 W. R., Civ. Ref., 15 . 

10 B. L. R , Ap.. 35 

I. L. E., 4 Calc., 376 . 

I.L. E., 10 Calc., 68: 13 C. 

L. R., 61. 

llnd.Jur., N. 8., 269:. 6 W. 

. R., P. C., 91 : 10 Moore’s 
L A., 563. 

8C. L.R.,261 . 

23 W. R., 68 . . • 

2 Hay, 123 . 

10 B. L. R., 381, note: low.) 

R., 196. ) 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 89 . 

3 Agra, 288 . . 

3B. L.R.,Ap., 80: 12W. R., 1 
1 W. R., 12 

13 W. E., 423 . 

15 W. R., 137 . 

LL.R.,7 Calc., 591: 9 C.) 

L. R., 164. i 

15 W. R., Cr., 48 
20W.R,172 . 

9C.L.R., 134 . 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 150 . 
Marsh., 361 
I. L. R., 9 Calc., 244 
15W. R., 445 
16W. R., 69 
9W. R., 359 . . 

12W. R.,22 
24W. R.,250 . 

9 C. L. R., 332 . 

19 W. R., 35 . . . 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 633 . 

3 B. L. R.; A. C., 304 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 248 . 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 689 : 6 C. L. ] 
R., 619. > 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 476 . 

1 Agra, Rev., 62 . 

23 W. R., Cr., 34 . 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 380 

3 Agra, 70 • • . • 

1 W. R., 263 
7W.R.,63 

10 W. R„ 112 .. . 

16W. R.,271 . 

7 Bom., A. C., 69 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 233 : 12 W. ^ 
R., 45. < 


636 

3734 

316) 

303, 4676 
97, 9S 
3778 
5363 


5161 

352 

5461 

213 

3645 

4303 

4336, 5313 
897 
6236 
3340 

1153, 4133 
6222 
3166 
3052 
4152 


10 K 2 



6566 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 

Volume and Page. 

Colmnu 

of 

Digest. 

Mohandas v, Krishnabai .••••• 

I. L. R.,- 6 Bom., 697 . 


2301 



f 

616, 2074 

Mohan Ishwar v, Haku Rupa . . 

1. L. R., 4 Bom., 638 . 

5 

2796, 3859 


t 

4066 

Mohan Kooer v, Ajoodhya Doss .... 

20 W. R., 119 . 


4592 

Mohan Lai v. Ram Dial 

I. L. R., 2 All., 843 . 


5030- 

Mobanlal Jechand v. Amrat Lai Becherdas 

1. L. R,, 3 Bom., 174 . 


1348, 4579 

Mohan Lall v, Nathu Ram ..... 

1 B. L. R., 0. C., 144 . 


355 

Mohan Lall Mittra v» Bishun Chandra Chatterjeo 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 100 . 


4408 

Mohan Lall Sukul v. Ulfutunnisa • ‘ ^ 

Mohan Manor v, Togu Uka . 

6 B. L. R., 164, not^ : 11 
R., 98. 

w. j 

3457 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 224 


3948 

Mohan Ram Jha v. Shib Dutt Siflg . . • j 

8 B. L. R., 230 : 17 W. 
21 . 

) 

5366 

Mohan sing Chawan Conder . 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 478 . 


3273 

Mohaiiund Banerjec i\ Shushee Shekhur Chatterjee . 

20 W. R., 132 . 


5197 

Mobanund Chowdhry v, Eglinton .... 

1 W, R., 343 


1390 

Mohanund Holdar t;. Akial Mehaldar • • 

9 W. R., 118 


6457 

Mohaiaj Singh v, Lalla Bheechuck Lall 

3 W. R., 71 


3712 

Mohatab Ohand v. (jhittro Coomaree Bibee . 

16 W. R., 201 


6 

Mohedeen Ahmed Khan v. Mahomed .... 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 132 . 


181], 3694 

Mohee Lall v. Khetaram Marwary .... 

25 W. R.. 76 


6076 

Moheem v. Raheemotoollah ..... 

Marsh., 341 : 2 Ilay, 433 


5246 

Moheeooddeen Ahmed’ H ossein . . . . 

14 W. R., 384 . 


2603 

Moheeooddeen Ahmed v, Elaboe Buksh . . • 

6 W. R., 277 


3669 

V, Prannath Roy Chowdhry • 

3 W. K., Act X, 142 . 


5817 

Moheeput Singh v. Etbaree Chowdhry 

19 W. R., 226 


422 

Mohendra Lai Khan v. Rosomoyi Dasi 

I.L. R., 12C:alc.,207 . 


1741 

Mohendro Chunder Chuckerbutty v, Surbo Rokh 3 ^a ■> 
Dabia. i 

11 W. R., 634 . 


1515 

Mohendro Coomar Dutt v, Hcera Mohun Coondoo 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 723 . 


6467, 5462 

Mohendro Lall Bose v, Jadub Kissen Singh 

14 W. R„ 0. C., 5 


3305 

Mohendro Narain Singh w. Lalla Kuttun 

Marsh., 289 : 2 Hay, 278 


553 

Mohendronath Ash v, Beedobodun Dutt 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 220 . 


5241 

Mohendronath Bose v. Nuifsee Mangee 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 224 


370 

Mohendro hlath Dawn v. Ishun Chunder Dawn . 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 56 . 


2676 

Mohendronath Dutt v, Koylash Chunder Dutt 

6 W. R., 245 


1609 

Mohendro Nath Mojoomdar v, Futtick Parooe 

24 W. K., 319 . 


5771 

Mohendro Nath Mookerjee v, Bama Soonduree Dabea . 

15 W. R., 493 . 


163 

Mohendro Nath Mukerjea v. J^affur Chunder Pal") 
Chowdhry. J 

1 C. L. R., 537 . 


3426 

Mohendro Nath Mullick v, Rakhal Doss Sircar . , 

10 W. R., 344 . 


1676 

Mohesh Chunder. In the matter of . . . . 

20 W. R., Cr.. 65 . 


4113, 6155 

Mohesh Chunder Bagchee v. Dwarkanath Moitro . 

24 W. R., 260 . 


• 5336 

Mohesh Chunder Banerjee v. Chunder Monee Dabee 

9 W. K., 139 


6090 

: : V, Chunder Monee Dobee ^ 

10 B. L. R., 150, noto: 
W. R., 237. 


5314 

V. Chundra Monee Debia 

9W. R .,486 

. 

4962 

, , , Ramprosonno Chowdhry ^ 

I.L. R.,*Calc., 639 : 6 C. 
R., 280. 

L.j 

1120, 1176 
5323 

Mohesh Chunder Biswas v, Gooroopersad Bose . 

Marsh., 377 : 2 Hay, 473 


1681 

■ ■ V, Taramonee Dossee • • 

9 W. R., 240 


3639 

Mohesh Chunder Bose v. Thakoor Doss Gossamee 

20 W. R., 425 . 


885 

* Ugrakant Baneriee 

24 W. R., 127 . 


. 2190 

Mohesh Chunder Brohrnocharee if, Dino fiundhoo Bose. 

24 W. R., 265 . 


1732' 

Mohesh Chunder Bundopadhya V. Joykishen Mooker-t 

15 B. L. R., 248, note: 

22 \ 

5072 

jee. 1 

. W. R.. 362. 

3 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pag'c. 


Mohesh Chunder Chakladar v, Gungamonee Dossce 
Mohesh Chunder Chatterjee t;. Issur Chunder Chatterjee . 


V, Kamini Kiiraari Dabia 


Mohesh Chunder Chowdhry v. Mohun Lall Sircar 
Mohesh Chunder Chuckerbutfcy v, Koylash Chunder ^ 
Chuckerbutty, 3 

Mohesh Chunder Doss v, Madhub Chunder Sirdar 
Mohesh Chunder Gungopadhya v, Bishonath Doss 
Mohesh Chunder Khan. In the matter of the petition of 
Mohesh Chunder Kopali v, Mohesh Chunder Dass 
Mohesh Chunder Lahoory v. Sumbhoo Chunder Koy I 
Chowdhry. * j 

Mohesh Chunder Moiter v, Buloram Moiter 
Mohesh Chunder Mookerjee. In re . . . 

■ V, Ramdhun Pal 

V. Ramoottum Pal it 

Mohesh Chunder Roy. In the matter of . 

V. Chunder Mohun Roy 

Mohesh Chunder Sein v. Collector of Dinagepore 
Mohesh Chunder Sen v, Juggut Chunder Sen 
Mohesh Chunder Shah «;.*Shoshee Mookhee Debia 
Mohesh Chunder Singh Surma Bhoobtm Moyee ( 


Debia. 

Mohesh Dutt v, Begnamin Singh. 
Mohesheo* Lall v, Christian • 

Mohesh Lai v. Bawan Das 


• V. Busunt Kumaree 

Mohesh Lall v. Christian • • • . • 

Mohesh Mahto v, Piru . • • • • 

Mohesh Mistree. In the matter of the petition of 
Mohesh Mundul v. Bhola Nath Mundul 


V. Bholanath Biswas 


Mohesh Narain Singh v. Kishnanuud Misser 

Mohesh Nath v, Hiirro Mohun Ghosal 
Mohesh Roy v, Boodhun Mahtoon 
Moheshur Buksh Singh v. Collector of Ghazeej)ore 

— V. Gunoon Koonwar 

Moheshur Mondul v, Koilnsh Nath Mondul 

Moheshur Singh v. Government ol India 
• V. Ramaput Singh 

Mohessur Buksh Singh v. Jhubboo Chowdhry 

* V. Muthoora Pershad 

■ ^ V. Sheo Narain Singh 

Mohessur Mookerjee v. Kalee Dass Mookeijee 
Mohessur Roy v. Collector of Rajshahye 


18 W. R., 59 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 266 

I, L. R., 12 Calc., 313 
8 W. R., 80 

11 W. R., 443 

13W. R., 85 
24 W. R., 4i)2 . 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 417 
10 C. L. R., 553 . 

2 Haj-, 303 

6 W. R., 94 
W. R., 1864, Mis., 3 

13 W. R., 248 

14 W. R., 163 

10 C. L. R., 671 . 

14 B. L. R., 273 : 23 W< 

78. , 

16 W. R., 312 
I. L. R., 6 Calc., 212 
6 W. R., 196 
13 B. L. R., 217, note : 

W. R., 262. 3 

16 W. R., 82 
6 W. R., 250 . . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 961 : 13 C.') 
L. R., 221 : L. R., 10 I. A., [ 
62. ) 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 340: 7 C. L. ] 

R., 121. S 

8 W. R., 446 .. . 

L L. R., 2 Calc., 470: 1 C. ^ 

L. R., 33. ) 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 282: 25 W. 

R. , Cr., 30, 67. 3 

3 C. L. R., 404 . 

3 C. L. R., 405, note 
Marsh., 592 ' 2 ~ 

S. , 1 : 5 W. R 
Moore’s 1. A 

16 W. R., Cr., 12 
18 W. R., 315 

2 Agra, 214 

6 W. R, 245 

7 C. L. R, 71 

3 W. R, P. C., 45: 7^ 

Moore’s I. A., 283. 3 

W, R., P. B., 7 : 1 Ind. Jur., 
O. S., 35. , 3 

2 Hay, 68 . 

8 W. R, 515 
6 W. R., Mis., 69 

11 W. R., 673 
16 W. R., 263 


), note 

J Ind. Jur., O.*) 
R, P. C., 7 : 9 > 
., 324. ) 



6568 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Moheswar Das v. Carter | 

Moheyodiii v. Chhotibibi 

Mobi Chowdhry v, Dhiro Missrain • . . . 

Mohidin v, Muhammad Ibrahim . . . . 

Mohidin Ahmid Khan v. Muhammad 
Mohidin Hussen Saheb. In the matter of the petition of 
Mohidin Sahib v. Khader Sahib .... 
Mohima Chunder Chuckcibutty v. Poorno Chunder) 
Banerjee. ) 

Mohima Chunder Chund v. Mothooranath Ghose 
Mohima Chunder Dey v. Gooroodoss Scin , 

Mohima Chunder Dey Sircar v, Hurro Lall Sircar 

Mohima Chunder Dhur v. Jugul Kiahore Bhuttaoharji 

Mohima Chunder Ghoso v, Madhub Chunder Nng 

■ tK Nobin Chunder Adhikareo 

Mohima Chunder Mookerjee v. Ram Churn Roy . 

Mohima Chunder JMozoomdar t;. Asradha Dassia . 


Mohima Chunder Mullick r. Buroda Soonduree Dosscc 
Mohima Chunder Roj^ v. Durga Monee 

V, Hu math Chuiigo . 

Mohima Chunder Roy Chowdhry v. Ram Kishore f 
Acliarjee Chowdhry. 

• V. Wise 

Mohima Chunder Seiu v. Pitambur Sliaha . 

Mohima Runjun Roy Chowdhry v. Nobo Coomar Miseer 
Mohim Chunder Chuckerbutty v, Chunder Churn Gooho 
Mohim Mundul v, Kala Chand Naek .... 
Mohindro Bhooflun Biswas v. Shoshee Bhoosun Biswas . 
Mohindro Lall Mookerjee v, Rookiney Dabee 
Mohindro Nath Mitter v. Koylas Nath Banerjee . 
Mohinee Dossee v. Juggodumba Dossee 

• V. Pokhur Doss Paul 

V, Ram Coomar Kurmokar 

Mohinee Mohun Doss v. Assanoollah 

Juggobundoo Bose 

- V, Bam Kant Chowdry 

Mohini Chunder Mbzumdar v, Jotirmoy Ghose 
Mohini Mohun Doss v, Juggobundoo Bose . 

Mohinudin v. Manchetsbah 

Mohiny Mohnn Das v, Krishno Kishore Dutt 

Mohiny Mohun Dass Chowdhry v, Bhoolmn Joy Shaha 
Mohiny Mohun Roy v, Ichamoyee Dassea . 

Mohio^deen Mahomed v. Ram Kishore Koondoo 

Mohip Narain v, Shaw 

Mobno Bibee v. Juggnmatb Chowdhry 
Mohomuddy Begum v. Oomdntoonissa 
Mobroo Kooeree v. Gunsoo Kooeree ... 

Mohsum Ally v, Balasoo Koer ..... 
Mohubut Mundul v. Shoorendronath Roy 
Mohumdee Begum v. Bairam Khan .... 
Mohun Bagchi v. Girish Chunder Bundopadhya . 

Mohun Chunder Dhur v. Kidge .... 



Column 

Volume and Faf?c. 

of 

Digest- 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 210 : 12 C. 

668 

L. R., 122. 

1. L. R., 5 Bora.. 578 . 

2851 

6 C. L. B., 139 . 

1840 

1 Mad., 246 

5044 

1 Mad., 92 . 

1811,3693 

8 Mad., 44 . * 

3697 

2 Mad., 42 . 

3130 

11 W. R., 165 . 

1745, 1763 

9 W. R., 151 

1742 

7 W. R., 285 

1596,5314 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 768 : 2 C. 
L. R., 364. 

4459 

L L. R., 7 Calc., 736 : 9 C. L. 
R., 471. 

1410,4137 

24 W. R., 80 

1167 

8 W. R., 449 

849 

6 W. R.. Civ. Ref., 16 . 

15 B. L R., 251, note: 21 
W. R., 207. 

6702 

6075 

12 AV. R., 147 ■ . 

4140 

23 W. R., 184 . 

2603 

18 W. R., 446 . . 

5706 

15 B. L.R., 142 : 23 W. R., 
174. ) 

1700,2517 

25 W. R., 277 . 

1749 

9W. R., 147 

3039, 3077 

18 W. R., 339 . 

5607 

10 W. R., 452 . 

5279 

13 W. R., 147 

5678 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 882 . 

4276,4286 

Cor., 42 . . . 

2110 

Cor., 1 : 2 Hyde, 121 

1064 

W. R., 1864, 382 . 

6328 

4W.R., 2 . 

1676 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 77 

1539 

17 W. R., 73 

40, 739 

7 W. R., 1C3 . . 

41 

15 W. R., 322 

3776 

4 C. L. R.. 422 . 

6318 

9 W. R., 312 

39 

I. L. Jt., 6 Bom., 650 « 

3676, 6144 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 802 : 12 C. 

L. R., 337. 

4182 

6 C. L. R., 237 . 

5471 

1. L. R., 4 Calc., 612 . 

1683 

22 W. R.. 311 

5316 

25 W. R., 250 . 

5974 

2 W. R.. 78 

3706 

13W. B.,454 

77, 93 

8 W. R., 385 

2447 

2 Hay, 676 ... 

1816, 6155 

4 W. Rx, S. C. C. Ref., 20 

4872 

1 Agra, 130 

3701 

1 C. L. R., 152 .. , 

3917 

Marsh., 381 : 2 Hay, 419 

5768 



TABLE OP ‘CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6669 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pago. 


Mohun Chunder Kurmokar v, Mohesh Chunder Kur- ^ 
mokar. ^ 

Idohun Dass. In the matter of the petition of • ^ 

V, Lutchmun Dass 

Mohun Geer v. Tota ..... 
Mohun Gohind Sein v. Nittaye Haidar . • 

Mohun Kishen f?. Dhoobun Shyam . . • 

Mohun Koowur v. Zoramun Singh • 

Mohun Lai v, Ali Afzul ..... 

V, Beharee Lai . • . 

Mohun Lai Bhay.a Gyal v. Lachman Lai 
Mohun Lall v, Baroo Mull 

— V. Government .... 

^ V. Jhuminun Lall .... 

■ V, Noor Ahmud .... 

V. Noor Khan .... 

Mohun Lall Milter v. Buhoo Soonduree Debia 

V. Choolun Singh . 

Mohun Lall Roy v. Urnopoorna Dassee •. 

Mohun Lall Shaha v, Joy Narain Shaha Chowdhry 

Mohun Lall Sookool v, Goluck Chunder Dutt • 

Mohun Lall Sookul v. Bebee Doss . • • 


Mohun Loll Sookul v. Debee Doss Dutt 

Mohun Lall Tagore v. Collector of Tirhoot 
Mohun Mundur*?;. Brij Bhookun Singh 
Mohuu Sahoo. In the matter of 
V. Chutoo Mowar 

Mohun Singh v. Ghuriba 

— V. Jugbutty Kooer 

■ ■■ — V. Kareom Oonissa Begum 

V. Shib Koonwer 

Mohun Sirdar v. Obhoy Churn Mookopadhya 
Mohun Soondur Koonwar v. Ramanoogro Narain 
Mohur Ali Khan v. Ram Ruttun Sein 
Mohur Mandar. In the matter of . . . 

Mohur Matoon v, Umatum .... 

Mohur Ram Moodee v. Karbaree Sird:ir ' . 
Mohurum Shaikh v. Nowkurree Dass Mohuldar . 
Moidin v, Chandu . . ' . . . • 

' V. Sundaramurthia .... 

Moinoollah v, Goluck Monee Chowdrain 
Moizoddy Sbaik. In the matter of • 

Moizzunnissa v. Mooraree Dhur Dey 
Mojon Mollo V. Dula Ghazi Kulan • 

Mokha Harakraj Joshi v. Biseswar Doss . * • 

Mokhoda Dossee t\ Nobin Chunder Mitter . 

Mokhoda Soonduree Dassee v. Kureem Shaikh 
Mokoond Chunder Roy v. Prankissen Paul Chowdhry 
Mokoond Narain Deo v. Jonardun Dey Burnick 
Mokoondo Lall Shaw v, Gonesh Chunder Shaw • 


I. L. R., 9 Calc., 668 . 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 11: 6C. L.) 

R., 265. ) 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 11 : C. 

R., 265. 

4 N. W., 163 

6 W. R., Act X, 101 
7W. R.,406 
Marsh., 166 : 1 Hay, 372 
W. R., 1864, 219 . 
3N.W.,.336 . . • 

5 B. L. R., 663 : 14 W. R., 73 

6 N. W., 69 . . • 

2 Agra, Mis., 6 . 

6N. W.,246 

1 N. W., Ed. 1873, 202 

3 Agra, 218 

10 W. R., 145 • 

1 Hay, 438 . . . • 

9W. R., 566 ... 

23 W. R., 105 . 

1 W. R., P. C., 19 ; 10 Moore’s { 

I. A., 1. ^ 

7 Moore’s I. A., 428 

8 Moore’s I. A., 193 . • 

2 W. R., P. C., 9 : 8 Moore’s) 

I. A., 492. > 

1 W. R., 360 • 

9W. R.. 128 
n W. R., 245 . 

21 W. R., 34 . • • 

6 B. L. K., 495 : 15 W. R.. 
P. 0., 8 

24 W. R., 297 . • 

8 Mad., 57 

1 Agra, 85 . 

13 W. R., Cr., 72 . 

3 W. R., Mis., 3 . 

21 W. R., 400 . 

8 C. L. R.. 431 . 

18 W. R., 499 . 

18W.R., 312 . • • 

14 W. R., 357 . 

I. L. R.. 7 Mad., 273 . 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 9 
16 W. R., 270 . 

14 W. R., 450 . 

22 W. R.. 314 . 

12 B. L. R., 492, note . 

5 B.L. R., Ap., 11: 13 W. 
R., 344. 

16 W. R., 269 

23 W. R./ 11 

W. R., 1864, 287 . . . 

16 W. R., 208 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 104 . 


2258 

2927 

367 

2192 

3965 

6809, 6148 
5028 
1891 
3822 
4042 
4562. 
4400 
4408 
5485 
156, 1813 
368,2693 

3962 4005 
4017 
4639 

4632, 4638 


2888 
297, 6235 
6708 
142 


6760 

1539, 6719 
6125 
409/ 
676 

5180,5187 

4108 

5756 

5660 

3118 

4720 

2645 

6588 

2706 

248 

6411 


1247 

682, 6921 
2982 

4141, 4973 
2475 



6570 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Molcoondonath Bhadoory v. Sliib Chunder Bhadoory 
Mokoondy Lall Doobey v, Crowdy 
Mokuddims of Mouza Kuiikunwady v, Eoamdar ( 
Brahmins of Mouza Soorpal 
Mokuud Lai v, Hurbullubh Narain Singh • 

Mokund Lall v, Chotay Lall 

Mokund Mooraree Biswas v. Wooma Churn Mocker jee 
Mokundo Lall Roy v, Bykunt Nath Roy 

Mokut Singh. In the matter of the petition of 
Molakatalla Naganna v, Pedda Narappa 
Molka V. Sumput Koonwar 
Molla Abdoor Rub v, Hurryhur Mookerjee . 

Mollwo, March, & Co. v. Court of Wards . • 

V. Pertab Chunder Singh 
Mol tan Allee v. Shew Biiksh 
Mona Bibee v. Oomed Ali 
Monajan v. Kashi Nath Panday 
Mona Sheikh v. Ishan Bardhau 
Mona Singh v. Mosrud Singh 

Moneekurnika Chowdhrain v. Collector of Mymensingh 
Monee Lall v. Fuzul Hosseiii ..... 
Aloneemotho Nath Day v, Aushootosh Day 
^loneerooddeen v. Ramdhun Bajeekur . • 

hloneerooddeen Merdha v. Keiinio .... 
Moneerooddeen Moioomdar v. Parbutty Churn Ghosc . 
Monemothonauth Dey v, Ononthnauth Dey 
Monessur Doss v, Kishen Protab Sliahee 
Money Mohun Dey v. Dinonath Mullick 
Mongola Dossee v,. Saroda Dossee .... 
Mongola Koiborto v. Annoda Ram, In the matter of . 
Mongula Dossee v, Sharoda’Dossee .... 
Monindrobhoosun Biswas.t;. Shosheebhoosun Biswas 

Monindro Chunder Sirkar v. Moneeruddeen Biswas 

Moniram Kolita v, Keri Kolitani • 

Moni Roy v. Rajbunsee Kooer 
Monji Premji Sett v, Maliyakel Koyassan Koya Haji 
Monkee Dumber Sahee v. Monkee Bhull under Saheo 
Monmohinee Dabee v. Sreedhama Churn Ranna • 
Monmohinee Debee v. Binode Beharee Shaha 
Monmohinee Debi v. Secretary of State 
Monmohinee Dossee v, Bishen Moyee Dossee • 

. - V, Khetter Gopaul Dey 

Monmohinee Joginee v, Jugobundhoo Sadookha 
Monmohiney Dossee v, Koylashnath Chund 

Mon Mohdn Buksee v. Gunga Soondery Dabee • 

Monohur Chowdhry v, Nursingh Chowdhry 
Monohur Doss v, Gungapershad 
— V. Seetul Pershad 



Column 

Volume and Fagrc. 

of 

22 W. R, 302 . . 

6280 

17W.R.,274 

6189 

7 W. R.,P. C., 8: 3 Moore’s 1 

1684, 4397 

I. A., 383. i 

4646 

12C.L. K.,136. 

( 

4901 
316, 339 

I. L. E., 10 Calc., 1061 ] 

3872, 4248 

i 

6797 

23W. R., 173 . 

1. L. R., 6 Calc., 289 : 7 C. ) 

6984 

2289 

L. R., 478. 3 

6N. W., 16 

4101 

7 Mad., 288 

3134, 3306 

6W. R., Mis„e2 

281 

1 Ind. Jnr., N. S., 50 . 

10 B. L, R., 312 : 18 W. R.,*) 

4165 

384: L. R., I. A., Sup. S 
Vol., 86. ) 

4320 

1 Ind. Jur.. N. S., 283 

4518 

Marsh., 603 

6781 

16 W. R., 276 . 

4970, 6223 

6 C. L. R., 306 . 

1868 

I. L. R., 6 Calc,, 581 

961 

5 W. R., 203 

3727 

16 W, R., 159 . 

6117 

14 W. R-, 337 . 

4293 

I Ind. Jur., 0. S., 24 

2075, 2438 

18 W. R.. Cr., 28 

3700 

4 W. R., Act X, 46 

2994 

15 W. R., 121 

4476 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 24 

2136, 2543 

23 W. K., 427 

414 

22 W. E., Cr., 11 . 

6525 

12 B. L. R.. Ap., 2 

3854 

12C. L. R„ 277 . 

3219 

20 W. K., 48 

8854 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 866 

11 B. L. R., Ap., 40: 20 W. 

911 

3003 

E., 230. 

I.L. R., 5 Calc., 776: 6C. L.l 
R., 323: L. R.,71.A., 115.) 

2602, 2525 

25 W. R., 393 . 

*5040 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 69 

180, 366 

15 W. R., 423 .. . 

293 

14W. R., 302- . 

770 

25 W. Rm 10 . . . 

1732 

13B.L. R.,369:22W.R., 106 

2049 

7 W. R., 112 . . 

4796 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 127 : 24 W. ^ 
E., 362. 3 

183 

19 W, R., 233 .. . 

1697 

2 Hay, 154 ... 

336 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 181 : 11 C. 

L. R., 34. 

3159 

IIW. R.;272 . 

4129 

2 N. AV., 264 

4144 

23 W. R., 418 , 

4883 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6571 


Name of Caeo. 


Monoliur Doss v. Kally Dhun Dobey . 

• V, Khodrum Begum 

V, Khoolsun Begum 

■ V, Macnaghteu . 

- — ' V, Romanauth Law . . • 

V, Situl Pershad • 

Alonohur Khan v. Troyluckho Nath Ghose *. 

Monoliur Lall v, Gouri Sunkur . • • 

Monohur Mookerjco. In tbe matter of 

- x), Huromohun Mookerjee 

V. Joy Kishen Mookerjee 


Monohur Pal w. Wise 
Monomothonath Day w. Aushootosh Day 

— ; ■■ ■■ V, Greender Chiinder Ghose 

Sreenath Ghose • 

Monomothonath Dey «;.*Glascott 
• Monoour Hossein w. Kanhya Lall 
Monoshee «. Abdool Hossein 
Monowar Khan v. Abdoollah Khan 
Monsoor Ali v. Ramdyal . . 

Montoora v. Ablak Roy . • 

Mooad Mullick v, Belat Mullick 

Moocheo Ram Majhec v. Bissambhur Roy Chowdhry 

Mookhesur Rai v. Ramphul Sahoo • 

Mookhya HuruAraj Joshee v. Ram Lall Gomashta 
Mookoond Narain Deb v, Mooralee Mohun 
Mookoondonath Bhadoory v. Shib Chundcr Bhadoory 
Mookta Kashoe Dabee v, Gungadass Roy . • 

Mooktakashy x). Luckee ..... 
Mooktakeshee Debea v. Collector of Burdwan • 
Mookta Kesheo Deboe v, Kunuck Monee Debee 


, Oomabutty 


Mooktakeshee Debia v. Luchmeeput Singh Doogur 

- ' Wooina Churn' Bluittacharjee 

Mooktakeshee Debia Chowdhrain v. Collector of Moor-'^ 
shedabad. • > 

Mooktakeshee Dossee v, Koylash Ckunder Mitter 

— x\ Pearee Chowdhrain 

, Mooktaram Bhuttacharjee v. Hurro Chunder Roy 
Mookta Soonduree Chowdhrain v, Muthooranath Ghose. 
Mooktokashee Dassia v, Brojunder Cooniar Roy . 
Mookto Keshee Debee v. Anundo Chunder Chattopadhya 
Mookundee Misrain v, Sheo Lochun Pattuck 
Moola V. Nundy . , 

Moolchand v, Cheetree 

Robinson 

Mool Chund v. Ajoodhya Pershad 
■ ..'■ "M ., Rajnarain Ghose 

Moolji Lilia v. Gokuldas Vulla . 

Moolook Chand Mundul v. Moodboosoodun Bachas- f 
putty. I 

Mooltan Mull V. Gun sam Doss 

Moona v* Chandmonee Gossain ..... 


Colnma 


Volume and Paffo. 


of 

8 W. R., 116 


3106 

Bourke, 0. C., 110 

• 

5533 

Cor., 121 . 


4236 

I. L. B., 8 Calc., 231 . 


2697 

I. L. B., 3 Calc., 473 . 


467 

23 W. H.. 325 . 


2702 

4 W. B., .36 


3247 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 283 : 12 

Q.\ 

4873 

L. B , 434. 

1 

I. L. B., 6 Calc., 766:7 0. L.-J 

4664, 4747 

R., 228. 

• ) 

1 W. R., 27 


6344 

6W. R., 1 . 


4211, 6364 

15 W. R., 246 . 


3107 

Cor., 8 . . • 


4624 

24 W. R., 366 . 


2102, 4019 

2u W. R., 107 r 


1372, 4807 

20 W. R., 275 . 


6313 

3 W. R., 218 


6285 

7 W. R., 297 


5300 

3 N. W., 177 


3702 

3 W. R., 50 


3748 

11 W. R., 197 . 


5125 

9 W. R., 385 


6008 

24 W. R., 410 


1769, 3419 
4229 

5 N. W., 70 


450 

14 W. ft., 435 . 


5764 

6 W. B., 91 


4134 

19 W. K., 102 


5582 

14 W. B., 483 


3497 

2 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 4 


4469 

12 W. B., 204 . . 


5211,6094 

7 W. B., 267 


434, 6454 

14 W. B., 31 : 8 B. L. 


1172 

396, note. 

10 W. B., 137 . 

J 

5451. 5454 

12 W. R., 233 . 


2234 

4 W. B., 30 


6590 

7 W. B., 493 


1765, 5186 

7 W. R., 158 


4481 

7 W. U., 1 . . . 


6071 

22 W. R., 209 . 


5378 

3 AV. B., Act X, 156 . 


2888 

2 C. L. R., 48 


480 

21 W. B., 39 


I 231 

4 N. W.. 109 


5097 

1 N. W., 175 : Ed. 1873, 264 . 

5182 

1 B. L. R., 0. C., 68 . 

. 

465 

3 N, W., 162 

. 

3874 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., ,330 . 

. 

• 5623 

I. L. B., 8 Bom., 154 . 

• 

2348, 2364 


10 B. L. R., 398, note : 16 1 
W. R., 626. ) 

3N. W„75 

7 W. R., 206* . . , 


3801 

166, 3845 
1403,3106 


6fi72 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Moon a Jey M\ing:ul Singh ..... 
Moondur Bibee v. Honooman Pershad . • 

Mooneappah v, yencatarayadoo .... 
Mooneappa Oodian v. Queen ..... 
M oonee Rangappen. Ex parte . . . . .* 

Moonee Ummah Municipal Commissioners for the '(I 
Town of Madras. 3 | 

Mooney v. Mussooree Savings Bank .... 
Moony e Surmah v, Lomun Surmah .... 

Moonzoorad Dowla v. Mehidi Begum .... 

Mooradee Bebee v. Syefoollah ..... 

Moorajee Poonja v. Visranjee Visenjee 

Mooraree Doss v. Bucha Singh ..... 

Mooraree Moobajira t). Mahomed Akmal • • , 

Mooraree Singh y. Puryag Singh , . • . 

“ Moorhill.** In re the . . • . . . 

Mooroobbee Sahoo v. Latoo Coomar .... 

Moorool^’ Ram v. Huree Ram ..... 

Moorul Singh Mob un Koocr- .... 

Moorut Kotmwar v, Dhurm Narain Singh . 

Moosa V. Essa ....... 

Moosey Khulerey v. Mahomed Tuquee 

Mootee V, Roora ....... 

Moothora Kant Shaw v, India General Steam Naviga- f 
tion Company. i 

Moozdeen (iazeo v, Dino Bundhoo G£)ssamee • . 

Moparti Pitch! Naidu v. Vuppala Kondamma 
Morad Ali v, Jeebun Bux ..... 

Moran v. Bindubasinee Dcbia ..... 

■ V, Dewan Ali Sirang « • . . . 

— V. Mittu Bibee ...... 

■ — V, River Steam Navigation Co. 

Moran & Co. v, Anund Chunder Mozoomdar 

Mora Rabha v. Dhew Rabha ..... 
Morbhat Purohit v. Gangadhar Karkare 
Moreshwar Bapuji Phatak t;. Kushaba Shankroji . 

Morgan. In the matter of .... ^ 

■ ■ — V. Abdool Hye ...... 

■ V, Kirby ....... 

- — V. Leech ....... 

■ - V. Morgan ....... 

Morison v. Administrator General of Madras 

Mor Josh! v. Muhammad Ibrahim .... 
Morno Moyee Debee v. Bheem Koomar Chowdhry 
Moro Balkrishna Mule v, Shek Saheb valad Badrud- ■) 
din Kamble. , j 

Moro Desai Ramchandra Desai ; . . . 

Moro Vishvanath v, Ganesh Vithal .... 

Moro Vithal v. Tukraram valad Malharji 

Morris v, Atmakuru Lutchmana Row . . . 

— V, Baumgarten . . . . • . 

V, Muthusami Pillai . . .... 


Volume and Pago. 

Column 

of 

Dig-cHt. 

4 N. W., 164 

4814 

1] W. R., 277 .. . 

4162 

6 Mad., 32 . 

342 

6 Mad., 326 

1967 

3 Mad., 352 

6076 

8 Mad., 151 

3674, 3769 

6N.W., 319 . . . 

4604 

2 W. R., 288 .. . 

2342 

( 

367, 1483 

7 C. L. R., 20G . . 1 

2697 

W R., 1864, 318 . 

4587 

I. L. R , 12 Calc,, 658 . 

278 

4 N. W., 122 .. . 

4689 

22 W. R., 161 .. . 

6129 

2 C. L. R., 189 .. . 

4947 

16 B. L. R., Ao.. 3.. . 

6642 

W. R.. F. B., 70 . 

6075 

8 W. R., 106 . , 

4536 

9 W. R., m . . • 

1503 

2 W. R , Mis., 7 . 

3561 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 241 . 

4673, 6873 

1 Agra, Rev., 3 . 

1587, 2987 

3 Agra, 159 

2986 

1. 14. R., 10 Calc., 166 : 13 C. ^ 
L. R., 342. 1 

659 

13W. R., 99 . ... 

666.3 

6 Mad., 136 ... 

3596 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 354 • . 

6026 

W. R., 1864, ActX, 5 . 

546 

8 B. L. R., 418 . 

3089, 3874 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 68 . { 

1820,3109 

3778, 5833 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 228 . 

271 

14 B. Jj. R., 3t)2 ■ • • 

2607 

6 W. R., Act X, 36 

1615 

17VV..R.. 168 . 

6196 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 234 . 

3299 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 248 . 

404, 6173 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 633 : 7 C. ^ 

2640 

L. R., 29: 9C.L.R., 385.1 

23 W. R., 393 . 

6458, 6493 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 46 . 

4576 

2 Moore’s I. A., 428 

4632, 5972 

I. L, R., 4 All., 306 . 

1546, 1657 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 615 . 

6201 

10 Bom., 344‘ 

483 

6W. R., 231 

6238 

5 Bom., A. C., 199 

5013 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 608 . 

4177 

2350, 2458 

10 Bom., 444 . . ^ 

2472, 6077 

5 Bom., A. C., 92 . 

3064, 4789 

6 Mad., 43 . 

2808 

Bonrke, 0. C., 127 : Cor., 152 

2804, 2806 

6 Mad., 363 ... 

5256 


TABLE or CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6573 


Name of Cose, 


Volume and Page. 


Morris v. Pauchanada Pillay • . . . 

V. Sambamurthi Rayar .... 

■ V, Sapamtheetba Pillay .... 

■ V. Sivaramayyan ..... 

Moru bin Fattaji v, Gopal bin Satu . .• • 

Morun Moyco Dabca v. Beejoy Kisben Gossameo . 
Mosaheb Ali v. Nund Kishore .... 

Moseebun v, Munoorun . . ^ . 

Mosbahel Singh v. Konomutty Bewa . 

Moshaollah Khan. In the matter of 

MosbauUah v. Ahmedullah «... 

Moshingan o. Mozari Sajad «... 

Mosoodun Lall v. Bekaree Singh 

‘MosRon. In the goods of . . 

Mosuruf Ali Chowdbry v. Janokenath Odhicaree . 
Motee Chand w. Radhamadhub Cband . . 

Motee Chund Doss v, Mooriilee Dhiir Doss . 

Motee Doss v, Modhoosoodun Cbowdhry 
Motee Dossee v. Deeta Harukmun Singh 

Motee Lall v. Bhoop Singh .... 

■ V, Janki Roy ..... 

V, Ram Doss ..... 

t 

■ V. Ranee ...... 

Motee Lall Aduck v, dndooputhee Doss 
Motee Lall Bose v, Howrah Municipality • 

Motee Lall Mookei’jee v, Kandhai Lall . 

Motee Lall Opadhiya v. Juggurnath Gurg . 

Motee Ram v. Kaisree ..... 

Motee Ram Sahoo v, Khuleeloollah . 

Motee Roy v, Meajan ..... 

Motee Sahoo v, Forbes ..... 

Motee Singh v, Leclanniid Singh . • . 

Motee Soonderee v. I ndrajit Kowaree . 

Motendro Chandra Ghose v. Mohendro Nath Ghose 
Mothoora Lall Paul v. Chrinebash Dutt 
Mothoora Mohun Roy v: Huree Kishore Roy 

V. Peary Mohun Shaw 

Mothoora Nath Hhoomick v, Kenaram Kurmokar 
Mothooranath Chatterjeo v. Kbetturnath Biswas . 
Mothoora Nath Chuttopadhya v, Kristo Kumar 
Ghose. 

Mothooranath Dey v. Gopal Roy 
Mothoora Nath Gungopadhya v. Slieeta Monee • 
Mothooranath Mozoomdar v. Eusutf Ali Khan 
Mothooranath Sircar v. Nil Monee Deo 
Mothooranath Tewaiee v. Brindabun Tewaree 
Mothoora Perahad Singh v, Shumbhoo Geer 
Mothoor Chunder Doss. In the matter of . 


5 Mad., 135 

, , 

1818 

6 Mad., 122 


3182, 5256 
5874 

6 Mad., 45 . 


3183, 4814 

7 xMad., 242 


3191 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 120 


3116, 3351 

W. R., P. B., 121 


2129 

20 W. R., 316 . 


3283 

24 W. R., 69 


1211 

16 W. R., 172 . 


355 

14 W. R., 445 / 


4345 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 78 


200, 3153 
3155 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 271 


185 

B. L. K., Sap. Vol., 602 : 6 

2707 

W. R., Mis., 109. 


6 B. L. R., Ap., 139 


1236 

W. R., 1864, Mis., 40 


3147 

2 W. R.. Mis., 34 


5118 

15 W. R., 432 / 


4281 

IW. R., 4. 


2254 

11 W. R., 64 


2808 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S„ 245 : 

; 8 W. 

1432, 1749 

R.,64. 


2781,4032 

3 Agra, 364 

• 

4207 

W. R., 1864, Mis., 38 


238, 838 

8 W. R, 64: 2 Ind. Jur., N, 1 

1432, 1749 

S., 245. 


2781, 4032 

2 W. R., Act X, 44 

• 

4169 

23 W. R., 222 . 

1 N. W., 155: Ed. 

1873, 

5260 

237 : Agra, P. B 

: Ed. 

849 


1874, 186. 

6 W. R., P. C., 26 : 1 Moore’s 07 

I. A., I. 

2 Agra, 52 . . . 4826 

2 Agra, 338 . . 2076 

20 W. R., 443 . . 3010 

6 W. R., 278 . . 1374, 3344 

11 W. R., 49 . . 3416 

Marsh., 112 . . 202 

IOC. L. R, 330 . . 3523 

3 W.R.,S. C. C. Ref.,24 3288 

18 W. R., 286 . . 1454 


I. L. R., 4 Calo., 259 : 2 C. L.' 

1774, 6836 

R., 409. 

7 W. R., 33 . . 

. 986, 1103 

2 W. R., Act X, 92 

1639 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 369 . 

1119, 1143 
1161 

5 W. R., S. C. C. Ref., 16 

1101 

9 W. R., 3o4, • . 

6108 

14W. K., 356 . 

2311 

13 W. R., 297 

1632 

14W. R., 327 . 

180 

19 W. R., 413 . 

820 

2 C. L. R., 609 . 

4111 



6574 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pago. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Mothoor Chunder Kurmokar v. Manick Chunder Bungo 
Mothoor Ghose. In the matter of . 

■Mothoor Mohun Mundul v. Khemunkuree . 

Mothoor Mohun Pal Chowdhry v. Ram Lai Bose . 

Mothoormohun Roy v» Bank of Bengal . • | 

v» Jadoomoney Dossee 

- - V. Soorendro Narain Deb 

Mothoornath Chuckerbutty v. Kissen Mohun Ghose 
Mothura Nath Dutt v. Borkant Nath Dutt . . 

Moti Bhagvan v. Harjivan Girdhurdas 
Moti Bibi v. Bikanu . • 

Moti Chand v, Mahomed Hossein Khan 


Motichand Jaichand v, Dadabhai Pestanji 

Motigavri v, Pranjivandas . • 

Moti Kahanji v» Dip Chand Virchand 
Moti Lai V. Moti Lai 

■ V. M unshook Kuramchand . 
Motilal Ramdaa v. Jamnadas Javerdas 
Motiram Ru^a Chand. In re • 

Motoji bin Ratuaji v. Husen 

Moula Buksh v. Jodoonath Sadoo Khan 
— — t;. Kuruck Lall , 

Moung Hmoon Htaw v, Mah Kpwah 

Moung Htoon Oung. In the matter of 
Moung Khine v. Burn 

Moung Shoay Att v. Ko Byaw • 

Mouzzum Ali Khan v. Sheoruttun Singh 
Mowla Buksh v, Ali Khan 

■ — V. Hodgkinson • 

V, Kisben Pertab Sahi • 

Mowla Koomaree v. Mutty Singh 
Mowlas Koonwar v, Shiva Sahai 

Mowri Bewa v, Surendra Nath Roy 

Mozaffur Ally v, Girish Chandra Das . 

Mozhuruddin v, Gobind Chunder Nundi 
Mozuffur Ali v. Kumeerunissa Bibee . 
Mozuffer Wahid v, Abdus Samad 

Mrinamoyi Dabia v, Jogodishuri Dabia 

Mrinmoyee Dabea w. Bhoobun Moyee Dabea 

Mrityunjaya Sirkar v. Gopal Chandra Sirkar 
Muazzim Ali Khan v. Sheo Petshad . 
Mubarik Ali v. Kadir Buksh 

Muchoo v» Arzoon Sahoo . . . • 

Muchul Kooer v. Laljee . . , . 

Mudaree Lall v, Gilmore • . 


V 

I 


V 

I 


I 


6W. R„192 
11 W. R., Cr., 10 . 

6 W. R., P. C.. 182 

4 C. L. R., 469 . 

I. L. R.. 3 Calc., 392 : 1 C. 1 
L. R., 607. ) 

10 B. L. R.. 122 . 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 108 : 24 W. ) 

R 464 S 

W. K., 1864, Mis., 9 . 

•11 C. L. R., 312 . 

2 Bom., 34 : 2nd Ed., 32 
1. L. R., 2 All., 772 . 

7 N. W., 147 .. . 

11 Bpm., 186' ■ . ^ 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 302 . 

5 Bom., A. C., 81 
T. L. R., 6 All., 78 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 328 . 

2 Bom., 42 : 2nd Ed., 40 

11 Bom., 21 . . . 

6 Bom,, A. C., 8 . . • 

21 W. R., 267 . . . ‘ . 

7W. R., 245 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 777 : L. R., ) 
11 I. A., 109. ) 

21 W. R., 297 .. . 

6 W. R., Civ. Ref., 2 . 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 330: L. R. ■) 
3 I. A.,. 61. j 

3 Agra, 277 

9 W. R., 101 .. . 

24 W. R., 150 
I. L. R., 1 Calc., 102 . 

25W.K., 129 . 

1 Agra, Rev., 65 . 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 184 : 10 W. ^ 

R., 178. ) 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 25 : 10 W. •) 

R., 71. 3 

I. L. R., 6 Calc.. 436 , 

W. R., 1864, 32 . . . 

(> C. L. R., 639 . 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 450 : 5 C. L. \ 
R., 361. ' j 

16 B. L. K., 1 : 23 W. R., 43 ^ 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 131 . 


7 N. W., 259 
7 N. W., 351 

5 W. R., 235 

2N. W., 112 
3 Agra, 196 


4302 

959 

4867 

569 

466 

2820 

1079, 3746 

2777 

3370 

4903 

290 

500, 3707 
182, 1437 
1679 
309 
4144 
2.576 
5842 

2794, 6015 
3860 
2719 
1618 
689 

647 

151 

12 

1660 

1624 
44 U 
3094 
3094 
4180 
1744 

3151, 6793 

290, 3280 

3032 

3648 

4465 

82, 3855 

1837, 3162 
3347 
3013 
2865 
372 

1339. 2276 
5096 
3147 
4595 



TABLE OF CASES IN TAE DIGEST. 


6675 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Muddomutty Guptee v, Bamasoondery Dosseo 

Muddoosooden Dey v, Bamaclmrn Mookerjee 
Muddoosoodun Atiharj v. Kiahore Hazrah . • • 

Muddooaoodun Chowdry v. Koylas Cliuuder Shaw 

Muddun Gopal Lall v, Gowruubutty . . ^ 

- — V. Gowurbutty . . • • 

Muddun Gopal Thakoor Bam Buksh Pandey 
Muddun Lall v. Komul Bibee ..... 
Muddun Mohiin v. Kartick Nath Pandey . . . 

Muddun Mohun Biswas. In re .... 

' — V. Puddo Monee Dosseo . 

Muddun Moliun Ghosal v. Nuboram Ohuckerbutty 
Muddun Mohun Mitter v. Peer Buksh un . • 

Muddun Mohun Koy v. Gopee Mohun Roy . 

Muddun Mohun Roy Chowdhry v. Cliundeo Sekhur) 

Bhuttacharjee. 3 

■ V, Ram Chunder ■> 

Goopto. 3 

Muddun Mohun Shaba v. Anundmoyi . • 

V. Bharut Oliundcr Roy . 

Muddun Mohun Towaree y. Naud Kishoro Doss . 
Muddiiu Ram Doss v, Israil Ali Chowdhry . * 

Muddun Thakoor v, Kan too Lall . • . ^ 

- " V. Morrison ..... 

Mudiioo Manjeo v. Nilmonee Singh Deo . • • 

Mudhoo Mokoe Dabee v. Gunga Govitid Muudle . 
Mudhoo Soodun Chatterjee v, Juddooputty Chuckerbutty 
Mudhoosoodun Chuckerbutty. In the matter of the> 
petition of. 3 

Mudhoosoodun Gossamee tJ. Hills .... 
Mudhoo Soodun Roy v, Sreeputty Bhuttacharjee . 
Mudhoosoodun Shaha^;. Bejoy Gobind Chowdhry 
V, Gopal Shaikh 

Mudhun Mohun Doss v. Gokul Doss . • ' { 

Mudhun Mohun Singh v. Kanyeo Doss Chuckerbutty . 
Mudoosoodun Sha v, Haridass Dass .... 
Mudun Bhukut v, Dooar Bharatee .... 

Mudun Mohan Roy v, Gourmoneo Goopto . . ^ 

Mudun Mohun Dut v. Futtarunnissa . . . j 

Mudun Mohun Poddar v. Bhoggomanto Poddar . 

Mudun Mohun Singhs;. Ram Dass Chuckerbutty . 
Mudun Singh v, Nurput Singh ..... 
Mudvirapa Kulkarni v, Fakirapa Kenardi . 

Mufasa v. Mahomed Akbar Gazee .... 
Mufeezooddeen alias Bhaloo Mean v. Woolfutoonissa 
Bibee. 3 

Mufti Jalaluddeen Mahomed «. Shohorullah • ^ 

Mugneeram Chowdhry v. Gonesh Dutt Singh 

• V. Gunesh Dutt Singh • 

Mugnee Roy v, Lall Khoonee Lai • • • • 


14 B. L. R., 21 . . I 

1 Hyde. 100 .. . 

W. R., F. B., 36 . . . 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 12 . 

I5B. L. R., 264: 23 W. R.,> 

365. ) 

21 W. R., 190 .. . 

6W.R., 71,74 • 

8 W. R., 43 

14W. R., 335 . 

6 W. R., Civ. Ref., 29 . 

17 W. R., 139 . 

2W. R.,69 

7 W. R., 485 .. . 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 8 . 

25 W. R., 115 .. . 

2 W. R., Mis., 41 

5 C. L. R., 49 

11 W. R., 249 . 

6W. R., 295 
21 W. R., 291 . 

14B. L.R., 187 : 22 W. R.,; 

56 : L. R.. 1 1. A., 321. ] 

18W. R.,253 . 

ISW. R., 533 
W. R., 1864, 299 . 

9 AV. R., 115 ‘ . 

23 W. R., Cr., 60 

low. E., 242 . • . 

25 W. R., 488 

21 W. R., Cr., 55 ... 

22 W. R., 508 .. . 

10 Moore's I. A., 563 : 5 W. 

R., P. C., 91. j 

12B. L. R., 201 . 

22 W. R.. Cr., 40 . 

8 W. R., 320 

B. L. R., Sup. VoL, 31 : W. ^ 
R., F. B., 126. 3 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 297 . 

I. L. R., 8 CaJe., 923 . 

6 C. L. R., 357 . 

2 W. R., 290 . . 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 427 . 

2W. R.,74 

r W. R., 194 .. . 

15 B. L. R.,Ap.,l:22W. R.,) 

422. 3 

5 W. R., 134 .. . 

W. R., 1864, 275 

6 W. R., Act X, 19 . 


88, 1945 
2234, 2382 
3209. 4134 
r 5873 
I 2886 
355 


2393, 4261 
2155 
2240 
4310 
3880 
■ 493 
2841 
841 
555 


1219, 2695 
381 

243, 6064 
3054, 4298 


5078 

6039 

4199, 4895 
2700, 3819 
*1178, 3042 
3274 
5459 


3769 

2609, 4481 
541 




TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 



Mugno Moye Debia t>. Hur Chunder Raoot 
Mugun Ohunder Chuttoraj v. Surbessur Chuckerbutty • 

Muhamdee t;. Nazirun ^ 

Mubamdi Begam t>. Abbas Ali Kban • • . . 

Muhammad v, Husain 

■ — V, Imamuddin *• • 

*'■ V. Kashi Das • • . . . ^ 

— ^ t;. Tirumala Chariar .... 

Muhammad Abdul Kadar v. £. I. Railway Co. • . | 

Muhammad Abdul Majid v, Fatima Bibi • • ^ ^ 

Muhammad Abdul Rahman Khan v, Muhammad Qutab- 5 
ud-din. ) 

Muhammad Abid v, Muhammad Asghar 

Muhammad Abu Jafar v. Wall Muhammad 

Muhammad Ali v, Debi Din Rai .... 

■' - — — Kalian^'Singh .... 

Muhammad Ali Bava Labbi v, Mohiadin Nainar . 
Muhammad Alladad Khan v. Muhammad Ismail Khan 
Muhammadan Association of Meerut n. Bakshshi Ram . 
Muhammad Ashgar Ali v. Muhammed Zain-ul-abdiu 
Muhammad Awais v. Har Sahai • • . . ^ 

Muhammadbhai Dharamsi v. Bhanji Topau • 
Muhammad Bukhsh v, Muhammad Ali 

Muhammad £waz v, Birj Lai . . . . | 

Muhammad Faiz Ahmad Khan v, Ghulam Ahmad Khan 

Muhammad Habibullah Khan v, Safdar Husain Khan . 
Muhammad Humin Khan. In re . . 

Muhammad Hasan v, Munna Lai .... 
Muhammad Ibrahim v. Gulam Ahmed • . • 

Muhammad Ismail v. Chattar Singh .... 
Muhammad Ismail Khan v, Fidayat-un-nissa 

* - ■■ V, 

Muhammad Janula v, Venkatanayar .... 
Muhammad Latif v. Gobind Singh .... 
Muhammad Malik Khan v. Nirhai Bibi 
Muhammad Mohidin v. Ottayil Ummache . 

Muhammad Salim v, Nubian Bibi . . 

Muhammad Sileman v. Satu valad Harji 
Muhammad Sulaiman v, Muhammad Yar . 

Muhammad Umar v, Kamila Bibi .... 

Muhammad valad Abdul Mulna v. Ibrahim valad Hasan . 
Muhammad Yakoub v. Muhammad Ismail . 

Mnhammad Yussub v* Ahmed 

Muhammad Yusuf v. Peninsular and Oriental Steam i 
Navigation Company. j 

Muhammad Zaki v. Chatku ..... 
Muhammed Esuf Sahib v, George • • • . 

Muhbool Buksh v, Suheedun ..... 
Muhesh Doobey v. Kishun Doobey .... 


3 W. R., Act X, 146 . 

8W. R.,479 

rl. L. R., 6Calc., 19: 6C.L. "J 
R.. 210. ■ j 

I. L. R., 6 All., 631 
1. L. R., 3 All., 203 
2 Bom., 63: 2nd Ed., 60 
I. L. R.. 7 All., 199 . 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 206 . 

I. L. R., 1 Mad.. 376 . 

I. L R., 8 All., 39 : L. R., 12 } 
I. A., 169. ) 

I. L. R., 6 All., 446 . 

I. L. R., 8 All., 64 . [ 

I. L. R., 3 All., 81 . J 

1. L. R., 4 All., 420 . 

I. L. R., 1 All., 659 
1 Mad., 107 ... 

I. L, R., 8 All., 234 
I. L. R., 6 All., 2K4 . 

1. L. R., 5 All., 673 . 

I. L. R., 7 All., 716 . J 


336 

3817 

77, 163 
6687 

6951, 6964 
3731 
6238 
3069 
2813 


176,378 

3447 

t 2860, 2916 
6084 
806 
4086 
I 3816 
3636 
4274 
3268 
3613 
■ 4530 


I. L. R., 6 All., 294 . 

I. L, R., 1 All., 465 : L. 

R..i 

3327 

4801 

4 I. A., 166. 


1. L. R., 3 All., .490: L. R., 8 M 

3673 

I. A., 25. 


I. L. R., 7 All., 25 


3171, 3358 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 178 . 


6044 

I. L. R., 8 All., 434 . 


1346 

1 Bom., 236 


1367, 3701 

I. L. R., 4 All., 69 


336 

I. L. R., 3 All., 723 . 


3634. 3692 

I. L. R., 8 All., 616 . 


1347, 4656 

2 Mad., 79 . 


3205, 3219 

I. L. R., 5 All., 382 . 


4555 

I. L. R., 7 All., 761 


6091 

1 Mad., 390 


1063,6119 

I. L. R., 8 All., 282 


4979 

6 Bom., A. C., 90 


6691 

I. L. R., 6 All., 30 


1493 

I. L. R., 4 All., 34 


3602 

3 Bom., A. C,, 160 

1 

1770, 3975 
4902 

9 Bom., 278 


4166 

1 Bom., Ap., 18 . 

I 

3699, 4216 
6265 

6 Bom., 0. C., 98 


5646 

I. L. R., 7 All. 120 


3383 

I. L. R., 4 Mad.’, 386 . 


5716 

14 W. R., 378 . 


4711 

1 N. W., Ed. 1873, 42 . 


2414 

1 




TABLE OF CASES IK THE DIGEST. 


Name of Cage. 


Volume and Page. 


Muliesli Dutt Paudey v. Seetiil Sonar . . 

Muhessur Buksh Singh. In the mutter of the petition of 

• v. Megbburn Singb 

Mubi-ud-din Ahmad Kban v, Majlis Rai . 

Mubkan v, Jusram ...••* 
Muhrooa v. Heeraram Misser . . • • 

Mubtab t7. Jlam Dyal . . . . • 

Mubumdee Beg Hossein Ali . . . • 

Mujavar Ibrambibi v» Mu j aval* Hussain Sheriff • 
Mujeedoonissa v, Dildar HoBsein 

Mujeedunnissat?. • 

Mujlis V. Mober 

Mukandi Lai Dubei u. Crowdy .... 

Mukant Lai v. Nasiruddin .... 

Mukbool Ali v. Wajid Hossein .... 

Mukhdoomun v, Bhugwan Doss . 

Mukdoomunnissa v, Nokhy Singh . 

Mukhi V, Fakir ...... 

Mukboda Dossce v. Queen .... 

Mukboda Soondury Dasi v. Ram Churn Karmokar 

Mukhtar Bahadur v. Brojraj Singh Chowdhry 
Mukhun Lall v. Srcckishen Singh . . 

Mukhun Lall Panday v, Koondun Lall . • 

Mukim Mullick v. Ramjan Sirdar . • • 

Mukkanni v. Manan Bhatta * . • • 

Mukkum Lall v, Imtiaz-ood Dowlab . • • 

Mukoond Narain Deo v. Joy Coomaree Debia 
Mukootnath v. Jugwunt Lall .... 
Mukrumunnissa v, Abdool Jubbar . • . 

Muksood Ali v. Gowhur Ali ... . 

Mukta Bibee. In re . . . . . 

Muktakasi Debi v, Ubabati .... 

Muktakesbi Debee Chowdhrain v, Sajed Sheik 
Mukun Mullick v. Ramjan Sirdar 
Mukurbhanoo Deo v. Kostoora Koonwaree . 
Mukurdhooj Singh v. Ram Churn 
Mula Raj v, Debi Dihal . . • . . 

Mulbai. In the goods of .... 

Mulchand v, Balgobind 

V. Bhikari Das ..... 

^ Motichand Hargovandas . 

V, Shib Charan Lai .... 
Mulchand Badharsha v, Bai Mancha . • . 

Mulchand Chutumal v. Sundarji Naranji 

Mulchand Gulabchand Girdbar Madbav • • 

Mulchand Jobarimal v, Suganchand Shivdas . 

Mulchand Kuber v. Lallu Trikam 

Mulchand Ranchoddas v, Cbhagan Karan . . 


1 N. W., Ed. 1873, 146 

^928 

6 W. R., Mis., 33 

4406 

9B.Ii. E.,160:16W.E,,P. 

C., 6. 

35,4870 

I. L. E., 6 All., 231 . 

3339 

4 N. W.. 165 

5271 

1 Hay, 277 

1209, 3842 

3 Agra, 319 . . 

3147, 3174 

2 N. W., 26 

4298 

1. Ij. E., 3 Mad., 95 . 

3670 

14W. E.,216 

8963, 4260 

20 W. E., 178 

4189 

3 Agra, 223 . . 

1658 

8 B. L. E., Ap., 93 . 

5189 

I. L. E., 4 AIL, 416 

5664 

25 W. R;, 249 

» 4463 

24 W. E., 33 

‘ 1933 

24 W. R., 296 

327, 5767 

I. L. R.. 3 AIL, 382 

195 

18 W. R., Cr., 4 .. 

4490 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 871 : 11 G. 1 
L. E., 194. 

4417, 6225 

9 C. L. E, 143 . 

5188 

8 W. R., 92 

4433 

15 B. L. E., 228 : 24 W 
•J5: L. E., 21. A., 210, 

3245, 4763 
4797,4800 
4806 

9 C. L. E., 64 

I. L R., 6 Mad., 182 . 

6 W. E., P. C., 18 : 1 Ind. 

2023 

3212, 3215 

Jar., N. S., 142 : 10 Moore's 

I. A., 362. 

3200, 3219 

1 W. R., 16 

2852 

3 Agra, 389 . . 

3160 

17 W. R., 171 . 

91 

W. E., 1864, 364 

3196 

17 W. B., Cr., 11 

8 B. L. E., 396, note : 14 W. .1 

253 

2446 

R., 31. 

2 B. It. E., Ap., 5 

1587 

9 C. L. E., 64 . . 

1680 

6W. R.,215 

2039 

1 N. W., 14 : Ed. 1873, 12 

2974 

I. L. E., 7 All., 371 . 

3463 

2Boin., 292:2ndEd., 276 

3695 

I. L. E., 1 AIL, 610 . 

3892 

I. L. E., 7 AIL, 624 . 

4087, 4894 

9 Pom., 37 

i 668 

I. L. B., 2 AIL, 676 . 

1232 

I. L. E„ 7 Bom., 491 . 

2511 

7 Bom., 0. C., 39 

4584 

8 Bom., A. C., 6 . . 

342, 3206 
3301 

I. L. E., 1 Bom., 23 

1035, 2576 
2819 

I. L. E.. 6 Bom., 404 . 

3940 

1. L. E., 10 Bom., 74 . 

1923 



657S 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Vulumu aud Pago. 


Culiuim 

of 

DigeHt. 


Mulji Bechar t;. Aimpram Becbar • . . 

■ V. Jetha Jeshankar . . • 

3Julkah Do Alum Nawab Tajjdar Boboo v. Jebaii Kudr 

Mulka Jebau Sabiba v. Deputy Commissioner of 

Lucknow. 

— V. Mabomed Usbkurree Khan 


i 

Mulka Mukbdra, Begum of ex-King of Oudh v. To- 7 
kaetb Roy. ) 

Mulla Jaffarji Tyeb Ali v, Yacali Kadar Bi 
Mulleeka v. Jumeela ...... 


Mullick Abdool GufFoor Muleka .... 
Mullick Ahmed Zumma alias Tetur v, Mabomed Syed ^ 

Mullick Annanut Ali v. Ukloo Paseo .... 
Mullick Eriaet Ali v. Wahed Ali . . . ' , 

Mullick Fukeerun. In the matter of . 

Mullick Karim Baksh v, Harribar Maiidar . 

Mullick Mabomed Yakoob v. Cbowdbry Shaikh Zuboo- 7 
rul Huq. . j 

Mullins V. Beddy ...... 

Mulluk Ali Shah v. Meber Banoo • • 

Mulo. In the matter of the petition of 
Mulraz Lacbmia v, Cbalakany Vencata Hama Jagana- 
dha Row. 

Muluk Kuqueer Buksb v, Laller Manobur Doss 
Mumford v. Peal .... 

Mumlaz Begum v\ Fateh Husain 
Munitaz Bibce v. Grish Cbunder Cbowdbry 
Mumtaz Hossein v. Brij Mobun Tbakoor 
Munbasee Kooer v, Nowrungee Lall . 

Munbasi Kooer v, Nowruttun Kooer . 

Muncbersbaw Bezonji v. Now Dburumsey Spipning and 
Weaving Co. 

Munda Cbetti w. Timmaju Hensu . . . 

Mundakinee Debee Collector of Beerbhoora 
Mundy Chinna Comarappa Setti v. Ramasamy Setti 

Munee Dutt Singh v. Campbell .... 

Muneekurnicka Chowdharain v, Anund Moyee Chow- ] 
dhrain. J 

Munceram Acharjee v. Turungo .... 
Muneerooddeen Merdba w. Kennie .... 

M uneerooddeen Mojoomdar v. Parbutty Churn Ghose • 
Muneeroodeen v, Kadir Buksb ..... 
Muneerud^een v, Mabomed Ali .... 
Muneerun v, Museebun . . . • . 

M ungam uru Ananta Laksbminarasu Pantalu v, Yarla- ' 
gedda Aukinid. 

Mungazee Cbapraasee v, Shibo Soonduree . 

Hunger Bbooyan. In ro ... 

Munghroo Manjhee v, Gyarara Nundee 


7 Bom., A. C., 136 • 

I. L. IL, 10 Bom., 239 . 
2W.R.,P.C.,56: lOMoore’s^ 
I. A., 252. 3 

L. R., 6 I. A., 63 . 

L. R., I. A.,- Sup. Vol., 192 : 

26 W. R., 26. 

14 W. R., P. C., 24 

7 Mad., 128 
5 W. R., 23 

11 B. L. R., 375 : L. R., I. 7 
A., Sup. Vol., 135. 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 1112. 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 194 : 6 C. L. 
R., 573. 

25 W. R , 140 . 

13 W. R., 315 
IIW. R., Or.,6 . 

5 B. L. R., 174: 13 W. R., 7 
440. 


139, 4773 
5819 

3656 

1027 

3692, 3701 

1729 

699 

.3648 

3.331, 3332 
3648, 3654 
3676 

3483 

4901, 4924 ■ 
3523 
4726 

6071 


25 W. B., 309 . 

• 

3181 

6 N. W., 160 


1034, 3203 

8 W. B., 448 


910 

I. L. R., 2 All., 299 


5488 

2 Moore’s I. A., 54 


2531 

2 N. W„ 29 


4866 

I. L. R., 2 All., 857 


3311 

I. L. B., 6 All., 391 


4916 

22 W. B., 37C . 


570 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 888 


229, 2649 

15 W. B., 136 . 


673 

8 C. L. B., 428 . 

• 1 

2164, 3435 
3917 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 676 

; 1 

726, 3794 
4628, 6276 

1 Mad., 380 


2282, 2458 

1 W. R., Mis, 27 

, , 

2840 

4 Mad., 409 

, 

3173 

11 W. B., 278 ; affirmed on re- ' 
view, 12 W. B., 149. 

2981, 5761 

8 W. R., 6 


1608 

7 W. R., 173 


2699, 3334 

4 W. R., Act X, 45 


1635 

15 W. R., 121 . 


404 

24 W. R., 410 . 


5123 

6 W. R.. 67 


3035 

13W. R., 139 . 


1450, 1900 

7 Mad., 22 . 


3198 

21 W. R., 369 . 


133 1, 6339 

10 W. R., Cr., 56 


1003 

14 W. R., 253 . 


4871 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE I)IGE?^T. 


6579 


Name of Cose. 


Munghur v, Mahomed Bnsheerul Hossein 
Mungle Pershad v. Gudooree Singh 
Munglo V. Durganarain Nag 


V. Jumna Dass 


Kanto Lahory| 


Miingol Prashad Dichit v. Shama 
Chowdhry. 

Mungroo Sahoo v, Jeydar Singh 

Mungul Pershad Dichit v, Grija Kant Lahiri 

Mania v. Balak Ram • • . • 

V, Puran 

Muniappah Naidu v. lyasamy Muddy 
Muni Chundra v, Hariram Ahom . • 

Municipal Commissioners for the Suburbs of Calcutta, f 
In the matter of the petition of. \ 

Municipal Commissioners for the Suburbs of Calcutta J 
V, Amanat Ali. ) 

Municipal Commissioners for the Suburbs of Calcutta ( 
V, Mahomed Ali. ( 

Municipal Commissioners for the Suburbs of Calcutta') 


V, Zamir Shaikh. 

Municipal Committee of Dacca, In the matter of 
Municipal Commissioners of Madras v. Branson . 
Municipal Commissioners of Mangalore v, Davies 
Municipal Commissioners of Mannargudi v. Nallapa 
Municipal Commissioners of Negapatam v, Sadaya 
Municipal Committee of Moradabad v, Chatri Singh 
Municipality of Poona v. Mobanlal 
Munirakhun Singh v, Bhodoy Singh 
Muni Reddi v. Venkata Rcddi . 

Munir-ud-din Khan v. Abdul Rahim Khan 
Munisami v. Dakshanamurthi . 

Muniyan v, Periya Kulandai Ammal • 

Mun Mohinee Dabee v. Soodamonee Dabee 
Mun Mohinee Dossee v. Ichamoye Dossee 




• V. Joykissen Mookerjee 


Mun Mohun Dey v. Sreeram Roy 
Munmohun Ghose v. Husrut Sirdar , 
Mun Mohun Ghossal v. Pureshnath Roy 
Munmohun Singh v. Amritnath Chowdhry 

V. Watson & Co. , 


Munna Jhunna Koonwar v, Laljee Roy 
Munna Singh v. Gajadhar Singh 
Munnee Dutt Sing v, Campbell 

Munni Ram Awasty v. Sheo Churn Awasty 

Munnoo Bebee v. Jehandar Khan 

V, Jhandar Khan 

Munnoo Lai v, Reet Bhoobun Singh « 




Column 

Yolumft and Foire. 

of 

1 


Digest. 

I. L. B., 8 Calc., 263 : 
L. R., 1 . 

10 C.^ 

3666 

2 W. R., Mis., 17 

• • 

1867 

26 W. R., Cr., 74 . 

• } 

4491, 4497 
6160 

2 N. W., 454 

. 

3742 

I. L. R,. 4 Calc., 708 

• { 

3216, 3470 
3490 

2 Agra, 231 • 

• • 

3266 

1. L. R.. 8 Calc., 61 : L. R., 8^ 

449, 3130 

I. A., 123: 11 C. 

L. R., [ 

3133, 3470 

113. 

J 

3490, 4982 

I. L. R., 2 AIL, 613 


2237 

I. L. R., 5 AIL, 310 


2494 

5 Mad., 313 

• • 

4909 

8 C. L. R., 254 . 


99 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 28 : 

14 W.\ 

6661 

E., Cr., 67. 

i 

7 B. L. R., 616 . 

• • 

4109 

7B. L. R., 499: 16 W. E.,> 
Cr., 6. j 

4109, 4112 

ICW.R., Cr., 4 . 

• • 

606, 6652 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 38 

• • 

607 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 201 

• • 

2620, 3575 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., G5 

• • 

3600 

I. L. B., 8 Mad., 327 


1 3600 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 74 


3600 

I. L. R., 1 AIL, 269 


334, 4077 

I. L. R., 9 Bom,, 61 


617 

12 W. k., 133 


699 

3 Mad., 241 


3916 

I. L. B., 3 AIL, 674 


222 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 871 


3546 

1 Mad., 184 

• • 

im) 

3 W. R., 31 

• • 

2359 

13 W. R., 60 


2602 

16 W. R., 362 


1466 

W. R., F. B., 174 


4208 

14 W. R., 286 . 


4151 

2 W. B., Act X, 39 


1610 

22 W. R., 174 . 


4672 

W. R.. 1864, 167 


5093 

W. E., F. B., 22 : 1 Ind. Jur., ) 

1606 

0. S., 78 

} 

2 Hay, 398 

• • 

^328 

80, 3192 

1 W. R., 121 

• i 

3308, 4962 

I. L. B., 6 AIL, 677 

• • 

6488 

12 W. R., 149 ; affirming on ? 
review, 11 W. R., 378, j 

2981, 6796 

7 W. R., P. C., 29 : 4 Moore’s V 
I. A., 114. j 

276, 988 

1 Agra, 250 • 

• 

3683 

3 Agra, 389 


3286 

6 W. E., 283 

• 

2019, 4013 


lU li 



6S80 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Munnoo Lall v, Choonee Shahoo 
■ ■ ■ — ■- V, Lalla Choonoo Lall 

Mannoo Lall v, Eeetbhungun Singh 

Munnoo Singh. In the matter of the petition of 

. — Am rut Lall 

Munohur Doss v, Deen Dyal . . • 

Munohur Paul v, AVise .... 
Munoo Dossee v, Ishan Chunder Banerjee 

Munorunjun Singh v, Loelanund Singh 

Mun Peary v, Shiva Deen • 

Munraj Muthon Hudson 
Munrakhun Lall v, Kaheem Buksh 
Munrakhun Boy v, Juggut Doss 
Munro v. Baluck Singh 
Munrunjun Singh Leela Nund Singh 
' V. Lelauuiid Singh 

Munsaram Doss Kurmokar v. Gridbaree Ram Doss 
Munshad Bibee v, Luchmeeput Singh 
Munshi Sheikh. In the matter of the petition of 
Munsoor Ali v, Azmut Ali 

— V, Buuoo Singh . « . 

■' ' - V, Harvey .... 

Munsoor Ali Khan v, Ojoodhyaram Khan . 


Munsoor Bibec v, Ali Meah .... 
Munsoorooddeen v, Mahomed Sufdar 
Muusuk Mosundas v. Shivram Devising 
Munsurunnissa Bibi v. Mohesh Chunder Bagchi . 
Mupanagari Narayanan Mayar v. Virupatchan Nam- 
budripad, 

Muppidi Papaya v, Ramana .... 

Murar Daya v. Nagria Ganeshia 

Murari v. Suba ...... 

Murari Singh v, Pryag Singh .... 

Murar ji Gokuldas v„ Parvatibai 

Murch. In the goods of . . . • 

Murdan Ali v, Tufuzzul H ossein 


Murder Kooer v, Maheswar Buksh Singh . 

Muringa Mangalath Gopalan Nayar v, Valia Tambu- 
ratti. 

Murlidhar V. Ishri Prasad . .... 

'■ V, Parsotam Dass .... 

—■ ' Supdu ...... 

Murli Rai v. Ledri 

Murray. In re . . 

Murriam Bibee v. Mahomed Jamal . • • 

Murugayi v, Viramakali . . . . • 

Musa Asmal. In the matter of the petition of . 
Musabhi v. Shaunuddiii Hismuddin 
Musadee Mahomed Cazum Sherazee u. Ally Mahomed ' 
Shoostry. J 



Volume and Page. 

Column 

ot 

Digest. 

7 W. R., 116 .. . 

6480 

21 W. B., 21 : L. B., 1 1. A., ) 

1706 

141. > 

9 W. B., 644 .. . 

441 

19AV. B., 306 . 

6942 

5 W. B., 234 

6242 

3 N. W., 179 .. . 

2978, 4583 

15 W. B., 246 . 

5935 

15 W. B., 246 . 

747 

13 B. L. K., 124: L. B., L ■> 

2037 

A., Sup. Vol., 181. 3 

1 Agra, 91 . 

3977 

12 W. E., 309 .. . 

522 

4N. W.,72 

4916 

10 W. E., 124 . 

326 

IN. W., 153: Ed. 1873, 235 . 

5346 

nw. E., 5 

401 

3 W. R., 84 . . . 

2033, 3068 

10 W. B., 278 .. . 

4209 

9 W. R., 129 - . . 

6127 

I. L. B., 8 Calc., 616 . 

1014 

9 W. B., 282 

4822 

7 W. R., 282 

1617, 2930 

11 W. B., 291 . 

c 

1 

482, 3929 

8W. R.,399 . . j 

3962, 4685 
6138 

17 W. R., 358 . 

2773 

23 \V. B., 259 .. . 

2447 

1. L. B., 2 Bom., 632 . 

6703 

I. L. B., 9 Calc., 683 . 

6315 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 287 . 

3764 

I. L, R., 7 Mad., 85 

2257 

6 Boui., A. C., 17 

2838 

1. L. R., 6 Bom., 725 . 

2839 

I. L. B., 11 Oiilc., 362 . 

5438 

I. L. K., 1 Bora., 177 . 

2335 

1. L. B., 4 Calc., 725 . 

1239 

1135, 1453 

16 W. E., 78 . . { 

5144 

B. li. E., Sup. Vol., 13:-) 

210 

Marsh., 527 : W. B., F. B., [ 

116. ) 


I. L. B., 7 Mad., 87 . 

3760 

I. L. B., 6 All., 676 . 

1186 

I. L. R., 2 All., 91 

188, 5619 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 149 . 

3861 

I. L. B., 7 All., 851 

4081, 5205 

I. L. B., 3 Calc., 68 

2639 

]2\V. B., 380 . 

2885 

I. L. B., 1 Mad., 226 . 

2524 

I. L. E., 9 Bom., 164 . 

6606 

4 Bom., A. C., 35 • 

230 

6 Moore’s I. A., 27 

4650, 6132 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6581 


Name of Case. 


Musa Miya Saheb v. Gulam Husein 
Muse Ali Adam. In re . 

Musharraf Be^um v. Ghalib Ali 
Musmud Ali Cbowdhry a/ias Moochee Mean. In tbe 
matter of tbe petition of. 

Mussa V. Athararnan . • 

Muasahur Daoudh. In re 
Musserooddeen v. Kboda Bux . . 

Mussitee Khanum v. Hookoom Bibco 

Mussoorie Bank v, Raynor 

Mustan Saib v. Brooks • • 

Musutti V. Sliekharan 
Musyatulla v, Noorzaban 
Mutbai). Sami 
Muthaya v. Mutbaya 
M uthaya Cbetti v. Allan 
Mutbayaramal v. Tinimala Gaundan . 

Mutbialu Cbetti v, Bapun Saib 

Mutboora Doss v. Kanoo Bebaree Singb 

V. Sbumbboo Dutt 

Mutboora Koonwareo v. Bootun Singb 
Mutboora Mobun Roy Cbowdhry v, Pearee Mob uni 
Sliaha. ] 

Mutboora Natb Cbuckerbutty v. Heera Lall Doss 
Muthoora Nath Doss v. Raickomul Dossee . 

Mutboora Natb Koond v. Sameeruddee Mollab 
Mutbooranath Mojoomdar v. M obobuttooimissa Bibee . 
Mutboora Natb Mozoonidar v. Tarinee Churn Singh 
Muthoora Pershad Singh v, Sbumboo Geer , 
Muthooroollab v. Torabooddeen . • • . 

Muthora Nath Pal v. Chundermoney Dabia • 
Mutbra Jawabir 

Muthra Chowdiy Sbooruttun Mull • . 

M utbra Doss V. Magb Singh • ... . • 

Mutbra Pershad Dundee Roy .... 
Muthumadeva Naik v. Sevattamutbumadeva Naik 
Muthur Ali v. Sbeo Sahoy Singh . . . . 

Muthusami Pillai v. Mutbu Cbidambiira Cbetti . • 

Mutirakal Kovilagatha Rama^Varma Raja v. Queen 
Mutloob Ali V. Kiria ...... 

Muttalagiri v. Muttayyar 

Muttammal v. Bank of Madras ..... 


• V, Cbinnana Gounden 

- V. Kamaksby Ammal 
■ V. Venga Laksmi ammal 


Muttasvami Gaundan v. Subbiraiuanyya Gaundan 
Muttaya v. Sivaraman ...... 

Muttayan Cbetti v, Sangili Vira Pandia Cbinna'( 
Tambiar (Zemindar of Sivagiri). j 

V, Sangili Vira Pandia ('binnatam- C 

biar (Zemindar of Sivagiri). i 

Muttealaummal v, Cbellayammal .... 



Column 

Volume and Page, 

of 

Dige»t. 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 100 . 

6744 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 663 . 

964 

I. L. R., 6 All., 189 

787 

7 W. R., Cr., 38 . 

6606 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 612 . 

3264, 5480 

6 W. R., Cr., 92 . 

6663 

low. R., 386 . 

6686 

16 W. R., 88 . . . 

6235 

I. L. R., 4 All., 600 : L. R., ■» 
9 I. A., 70. j 

4660, 6218 

7 Mad., 347 

424 

1. Ij. J£., 6 Mad., 41 • • 

822 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 808 . 

669, 3026 

J. L. R., 8 Mad., 200 . 

3917 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 334 

6647 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 209 . 

2807 

4 Mad., 22 . . . 

227 

I. L. K., 2 Mad., 140 . 

4102 

21 W, R., 287 . . ^ 

2078. 2084 
2089 

20 W. R., 63 

3169 

13 W. R., 31 

2390 

23 W. R„ 344 . . . 1 

4347 6018 

17 W. R., Cr., 65 . . 

4920,6182 

24 W. R., 278 . 

486 * 

1 W. R., 42 . . . 

637 

20W. R., 206 

1215 

8 W. R., 164 .. . 

45 

22 W. R., 211 

3468 

15 W. R., 305 .. . 

476, 1604 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 817 . 

3946 

I. L. R., 1 All., 527 

1328. 4360 

6 N. W., 126 .. . 

821 

2 N. W., 207 .. . 

142, 6755 

5N. W.,20 

1202, 4907 

7 Mad., 160 ... 

4991 

W. R., 1864, 281 . 

6799 

7 Mad., 35b . • • 

6090 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 351 . 

6599 

1 Agra, 27(5 . • 

6095 

1. L. R., G Mad., 357 • 

6420 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 115 . 

665 

I. L. K., 4 Mad., 220 . [ 

4952, 6085 
‘ 6090 

2 Mad., 337 ... 

2435 

1. L. U., 5 Mad., 32 

2312 

10 Mad., 309 .... 

2378 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 229 . 

2614 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 370 . [ 

I. L. B., 6 Mad., 1 : L. R., 9 1 

2158, 2370 
2497, 6506 

I. A., 128 : 12 C. L. R., \ 
169. 3 

2159 

5 Mad., 98 . 

286 


10 L 2 



TABLE OF CASES IE THE DIGEST. 


«88 


Name of Case. 


Mutteeram Kowar v. Gopaul Sahoo . 

Muttirangot Manakal Bhavathradan Bhatta Thiripad 
V, Eraugot Trikovil Pishareth Rama Pisharoti. 
Muttiya Pillai i?. Western 
Mntto a, llahi Begam • 

JAuttra Persbad t;. Rampersliad 

Alnttu V. Eudalalaga 

Muttu Chetti v, Muttan Chetti . 

Muttn Ghidambara v, Karuppa . 

Muttnkaruppa Eaundan v. Rama Pillai 
Muttukaruppan Chetti v, Mutturamalinga Chetti 
Muttuknmarappa Reddi v, Arumiiga Pillai 
Muttumira v. Queen-Empress • 

lAnttn Ramalinga Setupati v. Perianayagum Pillai 


Muttnsamy Jagavira Yettapa Naikar v, Venkatasubba 
Yettia. 

Muttusamy Mudaly v, Sadagopa Gramany . 

Muttu Vaduganadha Tevar v. Dorasingha Tevar • 

Muttuvelu Pillai v, Vythilinga Pillai • 

Muttuvelu Pillay v, 8amu Pillay . • • * . 

Muttu Viran Chetti v» Eattama Natchiyar . 

Muttu Vizia Ragunada Rani Koluiidapuri Nacbiar 
alias Eattama Nacbiar v. Dorasinga Tevar 

l^uttyjan v, Ahmed Ally ..... 

Mutty Ehan v. Mungloo .... 

Mutty Lall v, Chogemull .... 

Mutty Lall Cbuttopadhya, In the matter of 
Mutty Lall Ghose. In the matter of 
Mutty Loll Seal v. Annundo Chunder Sandle 

V. Dent .... 

V, O’Dowda . 

Muttylall Sen Gwyal v. Deshkar Roy 


Mutty Ram Sahoo v, Mobi Lall Roy . 
Mutty Soonur v, Gundur Soonur 
Mutu V, Veerapah Chetty 


Mutukdharee Lall v. Fuzul Hossein • 
Mutura Eant Shaba v, Meajan Muiidiil 

Mutuswamy Jagavera Yettappa Naiken v. 
wara Yettappa. 


Vencatas- ' 


Mu tusawmy Jagavera Yettapa Naiker v, Venkataswara 
Yettia. > 

Muzaff'ar Husain v, Ali Husain 

Muzboot Singh v, Chunder Mashee Eooer . 

Muzbur Ali v. Basoo 

' V. Ganesh Eooer ..... 


V, Gundowree Sahoo 


Muzbur Ali alias Sat Cowree Meab v, Nawab Nazim 
of Bengal. 


Volume and Page. 



Column 

of 

Digoat. 

11 B. 1. E., 416 : 20 W. E.,) 
187. i 

2198 

i. L. E., 7 Mad., 99 

• 

• 

3236 

1 Mad., 27 . 

• 

, 

6879 

1. L. B., 6 All., 65 



6118 

6 N. W., 39 



862 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 97 



4305 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 296 



4993,6837 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 382 



4306 

3 Mad., 158 



134, 6624 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 47 



6443 

I. L. E., 7 Mad., 146 



5034 

I. L. K., 7 Mad., 690 



4113 

L. R., 1 1. A., 209 

• 

s 

1768, 2219 
2242 

2 Mad., 293 

• 

. 

2417 

4 Mad., 398 

• 


3588 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 290: 
8 I. A., 99. 

L. 

R.,j 

2496,6506 

5 Mad., 185 « 


, 

810 

5 Mad., Ap., 2 

• 

, 

4528 

4 Mad., 463 

• 

, 

3679 

6 Mad., 310 

• 

! 

2286, 2291 
2803 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 370 : 
L. R.,346. 

10 C.| 

3641 

6W. R.,Cr.,60 . 



4384 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 344 



2574 

16 W. R., Cr., 74 



2590, 5646 

1. L. R., 6 Calc., 308 



1316 

5 Moore’s I. A., 72 • 

5 Moore’.s I. A., 328 

4 Moore’s I. A., 382 



1823 

B. I,. R., Sup. Vol., 774 
W. R., 1, 


2069 

I. L. lU 6 Calc., 291 
L. R.,43.S. 

; 7C.| 

2846 

20 W. R., 129 

, 

, 

3037 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 91 : 17 W. ) 
R.. 243. ) 

4743 

6 W. R., Mis., 131 

, 

• 

4799,4848 

6 C. L. R.. 192 . 

, 

, 

3017 

2 B. L. R., P. C., 16 : 11 W.^ 


R., P. C., 6 : 12 Moore 8 


2417 

A., 203. 


3 


10 Moore*s I. A., 313 : 

1) 

4633 

Ind. J ur., N. S., 206. 


i 

I. L. R., 6 AIL, 297 



6416 

16 W. R., 44 



2746 

8 W. R., 47 



4428 

3 N. W., 46 



5220 

26 W. R., Cr., 72 . 



4104, 4109 
4111 

7 W. R., 308 



3820 



. TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIOEST. 


Name of Case* 


Volame and Page. 


Muzhur Hossain v, Denobandoo Sen • 


Boorke, O. C., 119 


V, Dinob undo Sen 


Boorke^ C. O., 8 : Cor., 94t 


Muzhur Hossein v, Dinobundoo Sein • 

• Hur Pershad Roy 

Muzburool Huq v. Puhraj Ditarey Mobapattur 
Myenooddeen v, Hammonee Cbowdbrain 
Mymonissa v. Mobabutb Ally • • • 

Myna Boyee v» Oottoram • • • 


Bourke, A. O. C., 40 
16W. R.,353 
13 W. R., 236 
7 W. R., 182 
2 Hay, 404 . 

2 W. R., P. C., 4 : 8 Moore’s 
I. A., 400. 


N 


Nabadwip Cbandra Sbaw. In tbe matter of tbe peti- 
tion of. 

Nabadwip Cbandra Sirkar v. Kali Natb Pal * 

Nabakrisbna Mookerjee v. Collector of Hoo^bly . 

* ' ■■ ■■ V. Kailas Chandra Butta- ( 

ebarjee. * i. 

Naba Kumar Baueijee. In tbe matter of tbe petition of. 
Nabakumar Ualdar v, Bhabasundari Debi • • 

Nabi Bax v, Didar Bax Shah • • « • 

Nabin Cbandra Mazumdar v, Mukta Snndari Debi 

Nabiu Chandra Mitter v, Mabes Cbandra Mitter . 
Nabira Rai v, Achampat Rai • • • • 

Nabjan Bibi v. Chand Bibi . • • • 

Nabu Kristo Mookei-jee «. Parbutty Churn Bbutta- "i 
ebarjee. J 

Naebiyappa Mudali t>. Ayyasami Ayyar ... 
Nader Ali v, Majou 

Nadiar Chand Roy v. Baikant Natb Misser 

Nadir Beg v, Muddurram ..... 

Nadir Hossein v, Bisseu Chand Bassarat • • 

V. Pearoo Thovildarinee 

Nadirjan Bibee v. Kureemoonissa Cbowdbrain 
Nadirjumma Chowdbry v. Ram Cbunder Surma • 
Naduroonissa Bibee v, Agbur Ali (/howdhry 
Naduvath Mannakel Subramanyan Nambudripad 
Nafar Chand Pal Chowdbry. In tbe matter of tbe pe- 
tition of. 

Nafer Cbunder Mundul v. Baikanto Natb Roy • 
Naffar Chand Pal Chowdbry v, Sandes 

Nagabbushanam v. Sesbamma Garu . 

Nagalinga Mudali v. Subbiramanya Mudali 
Nagalutcbmeo Ummal v, Gopoo Nadaraja Cbetty 
Nagappa bin Hulgappa. In tbe matter of tbe peti- 7 
tion of. y 


1 B. L. R., O. C., 47 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 130 

2 B. L. R., A. d, 276 . 

8 B.L. R., 666: 20 W. R.,7 
469 : 14 Moore’s I. A., 162. y 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 46 . . 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 37o • • 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 10: 11 > 

W. R., 326. S 

7B. L. R., Ap., 38: 15 W. 
R. 309. 

3 B. L. R., Ap., Ill : 12 W. 
R., 69. 

1 L. R., 3 All., • 

I. Jj. R., 10 Calc., 238 : 13 C.") 

L. R., 401;L. R., 10 I.A., > 

133. J 

13 W. R., 23 

1. L. R., 5 Mad., 189 . 

21 W. R., 377 - 

4 B. L. R., A. C., 33, note 

2 W. R., Act X, 2 

3 C. L. R.» 4.37 • • 

14 B. L. R., 425, note : 19 W. 
R., 255. 

12 W. R., 121 .. . 

W. R.. 1864, 362 . 

7 W. R., 103 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 187 . 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 126 

4 C. L. R., 156 , 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 35, note : 10" 

W. R., 432. J 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., l80 . 

1 Mad., 77 . 

6 Moore’s I. A., 309 

6 Bom., A. C., 216 



«S84 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 

Nagappa TTdapa v. SuLba Sastry 

Nagar v. Shurintoollali .... 

Nagardaa v, ConMervator of Fore'^ts, Bombay 
Nagar Mai v, Maepherson 
Nagasawmy Naik v, Rungasamy Naik 


Volume and Pa^e. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 

2 Mad., 367 


2116 

20W. R.,77 

. 

880 

I. L. B., 4 Bom., 264 : L. R., ^ 

7 I. A., 55. ) 

2935 

I. L. B., 3 All., 766 . 

8 Mad., 46 . 

• 

4427 
360, 36 
364 


Nagayasami Kemaya Naik (Zemindar of Saptur) v. 
Pandya Tevar. 

Nagendra Lai Cbatterjee. lu the matter of the peti- 
tion of. 

Nagesh Bhat Balvantrav .... 

Naginbhai v, Abdulla ..... 

Nagindas. In the goods of ... . 

Nagindas Devchand v. Natha Pitaniher 
Nagindas Jcychand Halalkhore Nathwa Gheesla 
Nagireddi v. Kamanna ..... 

Nago Kanaturia v. Babaji i^atari 

Nago Mahadev v, Narayan Kamchandra 

Nagova kom Jakan Gauda .... 

Nag Thakur v. Madnaji Sadashiv 

Nagu V, Yeknath ...... 

Nagubai v. Motigir Guru .... 

Nagurchand v: Doorga Doss Chowdhry 
Nagur Singh v. Mushiinund Khan Sirdar . 

Nahal Chaud v. Bai Shiva ..... 

Nahalchand Harakchand v, Hemchand 
Nahaua v. Dya Ram ..... 

Nahanibai v. Nathu Bhau .... 

Naharmul Marwarii;. Sadut Ali 
Nahor Habi Tea Company. In re . 

Naigar Timapa v. Bhaskar Pavmaya . 

Naik Ram Singh v. Maiii Dhar . . . 


1 

j 


Naimudda Jowardar v. Moucrieff 


Nainenkh Rai v, TJmadai • 
Naipal Singh v. Ram Narain 
Nait Ram v, Shib Dat 


Najhan v, Mahomed Taki Khan 


Najibulla MuHa v. Nusir Mistri . • • 

Najibunnissa. In the matter of the petition of . 
Naki Hazi. In the matter of . 

Nakur Chunder Saha v. Judoo Nath Chuckerbutty 
Nalit Mohan Das v, Ganga Dhye . • 

Nallana Gaundan v. Palani Gaundan . 

Nallappa Goundan v, Ibram Sahib 
Nallapa Reddi v, Bilammal . . . . 

Nallatambi Mudaliar v. Ponnnsami Pillai . 
Nallatambi Pattar v. Chinn adeyvanayagam Pillai 
Nallathambi Battar v. Nellakumara Pillai . 
Namasevaya m £il lay v, Annammi Ummal . 
Namasivaya Cqjjpi v. Sivagami 
Namasivaya Gaundan v. Kylasa Gaundan . 
Nambiatan Nambudtti v, Nambiatan Nambudiri . 


7 Mad., 53. 

13B.L. R.,307: 21 W. R.,' 
Cr., 58. 

9 Bom., 151 . . • 

I. L. R., 6 Bom.. 717 . 

3 Bom., 0. C., 135 

10 Bom., 297 - 

I. L. K., 5 Bom., 470 . 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 692 . 

1. L. R., 8 Bom., 610 . 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 465 
3 Bom., A. a, 108 
I. L. R., 8 Bom., 239 . 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 400 . 

] Bom., 5 . . . 

IIW. R., 137 

11 W. R., 309 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 470 . 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 31 

5N. W., 170 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 414 . 

8 C. L. R., 468 . 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 11 

I. L. R., 10 Bom.. 444 . 

I. L. R.,4 All.,371 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 283 . 

I. L. R., 7 AIL, 273 
2 Agra, 93 . 

1. L. R., 5 AIL, 238 
I. L. R., 9 Calc., 872: 12 C.^ 
L. R., 571. > 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 196 : 8 C. L. 
R., 454. 

4 B. L. R., A. a, 55 . 

8 C. L. R., 72 . 

24 W. R., 389 
7 B. L. R, 333 . 

2 Mad., 420 
I. L. R., 6 Mad., 73 
2 Mad., 182 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 400 . 

1 Mad., 109 
7 Mad., 306 

4 Mad., 339 • • 

1 Mad., 374 • • 

7 Mad., 200 

2 Mad., no 


2914 

4332 

4826 
479 
4844 
812, 6437 
6848 
6704 
4765 

4068, 5259 
2858 
3S61 
6274 
6143 

4249, 6007 
1731 
2212 

2298, 2312 
6054 
3302 
6441 
952 

411.5414 

4081 

322, 1590 
2794, 4898 
361, 371 
5002, 5190 
1378 

806 

3893 

3633 

4741 

879 

4410 

3976 

4835 

2082 

1999 

3046, 3584 
1573, 1739 
2437 
2609 
1100 
3767 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6585 


Namo of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Namboory Seetapaty v, Kanoo Colanoo Pullia 

Nana Bayaji v» Panduranp Vasudev • 

Nanabhai Narotomdas v. llamshet Govindsbet 
Ndnabhai Rustarnii v. Peatanji .lamsetji 
Nanabhai Sorabji Mestri. In the goods of . 
Nanabhai Vallabhdas v. Nathabhai Haribhai 

Nana bin Lakshin an v, Anant BabRji 
Nanack Chand v, Teluckdye Koer 

Nanah alias Narain Rao Jumna Baee 
Nanakchand v. Ram Narayan 
Nanakram v, Mehin Lai . 

Nana Narain Rao v. Hurree Punt Bhao 

— — — V. Hurree Punth Bhao 

— — ■ V. Rama Niind 

Nanchand Hansraj v. Bapusaheb Rustambhai . 
Nancy alias Zuboorun v, Burgess . • • 

Nanda Kumar Banerjee v, Ishan Chandra Bancrjee 

Nanda Kumar Shaba Gaur Sankar . 

Nfinda Lai Rai v. Bonomali Lahiri 

Nandan Misser v. Chatter Bati . . . • 

Nanda Rai v, Raghunandan Singh • 

Nan dipat Mahata v, Urquhart .... 
Nandkishor Balgovan v. Bhagubai Pranvalubhdas 
Nand Kish or Das v. Ram Kalp Roy . 

Nand Kumar v, Radba Kuari .... 
Nand Lai v. Naitram . • . • . 

Nand Ram v. Fakir Chand . . • • 

V. Muhammad Bakhsh 
Rainprasad 
Nandram v, Sitaram 

V. Sitla Prasad • 

Nandram Motiram v, Kacha Bhau 
Nandram Sardarmal v, Bhavani Haibati 
Nandram Sundarji Naik v. Balaji Vitbul 
Nandvallabh v. Allibhai Isyagani 
Nanerbi Kunwar v, Kasturi Kunwar • 

Nangali v. Raman .... 

Nanhak Joti V. Jaimangal Chaubey 
Nanba Malla v. Empress . . • 

Nanhoon Singh v. Tofanee Singh 
Nanhu Koer v. Somirun Thakur • 

Nani Bibee v, Hafizullah . 

Nanjundepa v. Hemapa . 

Nan Karay Phaw v. Ko Htaw Ah 

Nankoo Koeree v. Nund Coomar Paurey 
Nanku v. Board of Revenue 


7 W, R.y P, C., 7 : 3 Moore*s 'l 
I. A., 359. j 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 97 
6 Bom., A. C., 156 . 

6 Bom., A. C., 31 

11 Bom., 87 . . , 

7 Bora., A. C., 46 
9 Bom., 89 . 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 353 . 

1. L. R., 5 Calc., 265 : 4 0. L.) 

R., 358. ] 

2 Agra. 192 ... 

I. L. R., 2 All., 181 . 

I. L. R., 1 All., 487 . 

6 Moore's I. A., 464 
Marsh., 436 : 9 Moore’s I. A., 
96. ] 

2 Agra, 171 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 131 . 

IW. R.,272 

1 B.L. R., A.C., 91: 10 W.-) 

R., 130. 3 

5B. L. R., Ap.,4 :13W. R.,> 
305. 3 

1. L. R., 11 Calc., 544 . • 

13 B. L. R., Ap., 33 . 

I. L. R., 7 All., 282 
4 B. L. R., A. C., 181 : 13 W. 

R., 209. 3 

1. L. R., 8 Bom., 95 

6 B.L. R., Ap., 49: 15 W."^ 

R., 8. 3 

I. L. R., 1 AIL, 282 . 

7 N. W., 105 .. . 

I. L. R., 7 All., 623 . [ 

I. L. R., 2 All., 616 
I. L. U., 2 All., 641 
I. L. R., 8 All., 646 
I. L. R., 6 All., 484 . 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 626 
6 Bom., A. C., 241 
6 Bom., A. C., 153 . 

6 Bom., A C., 264 ' . 

4 B. L. R., A. C., 581 . 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 226 . 

I. L. R., 3 All., 294 . 

13C. L. R.,326 . 

12 B. L. R., 113:20W.R.,33 

8 C. 1. U., 287 . 

I. L. R.. 10 Calc., 1073 . 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 16 . 

1. L. R., 13 Calc., 124 : L. R., 

13 I. A., 48. 

22 W. R., 326 . 

1. L. R., 1 All., 444 


Column 

of 

DigBBt. 

2828 


5749 


6617 



6586 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST, 


Name of Case. 

Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 





Digest. 

Nanku Roy v, Mahabir Prasad . • . . 

8 B. L. R., Ap.y 35 
R., 406. 

11 

W. j 

2883 

Nannee Bibee v. Surwar Hossein 

7 W. R., 522 


, 

91 

KaDomi Babuasin v. Modhun Mobun . 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 21 
1.3 L 1. 

: L. 

R..^ 

j 

2185 

Nanoo Roy v, Jhoomuck Lall Doss . • 

12 B. L. 14., 292, note: 18 
II.. 376. 

W.-) 

322, 1181 

Kaonk Persliad, In the matter of the petition of 

I. L. B., 6 Calc„ 40 : 
It., 388. 

6 C. 

L. 

182 

— ^ V, Lalla Nitya Lall . 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 40: 
R., 388. 

6 C. 

L.- 

182 




( 

1578, 2962 

Naoroji Beramji v, Rogers ..... 

4 Bom., 0. C., 1 . 

. 


4239, 6800 



L 

6042 

Naraganti Aebammagaru v. Venkatacbalapati Nayanivaru 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 250 . 


2327 

Naragunty Luebmedavamah v, Vengama Naidoo ^ 

1 W. B.,P. C., 30:9 
I. A., 66. 

Moore’s 

1785, 3124 
4649 

Narain Acbarjee v. Gregory .... 

8 W. It., 304 

, 


206 

Narain Acharjee Cbowdbry v. Mobamoya Dabee Chow- 
dhrain. ^ J 

10 W. It., 240 . 

• 


3506 

Naraina Putter v, Aya Putter .* . . . 

7 Mad., 372 

, 


6081 

Narainasarai Pillai. In the matter of the petition of . 

4 Mad., 91 . 

• 


4796, 4802 

Narain Babu v, Gouri Pershad Bias .... 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 21 

, 


3306 

Narain Cbunder v. Tayler j 

I. L. R.. 4 Calc., 103 
R., 161. 

3C. 

L. 

64, 6215 

Narain Cbunder Cbuckerbutty v, Dataram Roy . | 

I. L It., 8 Calc., 697: 
R., 241. 

10 C. 

L. 

4834, 6037 
6143 

Narain Cbunder Dbur v. Coben ..... 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 665 



1763 

Narain Coomary v. Ramkrishna Dass . , . | 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 364. 
It., 286. 

6C. 

L. 

4796 

Narain Das. In the matter of the petition of . 

I. L. R., 1 All., 610 



1269 

V. Cbait Ram 

I. L. R., 6 All., 179 



2728 

V, Lachman Singh 

I. L. R., 3 All., 135 



1486 

V. Lajja Ram 

I. L. R , 7 All., 693 



14 

Narain Dass v. Newton 

6 N. W., 43 



2808 

• V, Nownit Lai 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 809 : 
R., 67. 

4C. 

L. 

2396 

Narain Dat v. Bhairo Bakh8h])al 

I. L. R., 3 All., 189 



5043 

Narain Deen Tewareo v. Ram Dass 

8 W. R., 426 



334, 4449 

Narain Dbara v, Rakhal Gain . 

I. L. R, 1 Calc., 1: 
It., 334. 

2s3 

W. 


Narain Doss v. Estate of the ex-King of Delhi 

10 W. It., P. C., 66 



2712, 3112 

V. Maharajah of Bunlwan 

10 W, R., 174 . 



5783 

V. Mabatab Chund Babadoor 

7 W. R., 137 



2419 

V. M ah tab Cbunder 

10 W. R., 174 . 



6783 

V. Niddba Lall 




3434 

V. Ram Coomar Mytee 

16 W. K., 613 . 



6669 

Narain Doss Bepary v, Soobul Bepary 

1 W. R., 113 



3014 

Narainee Dabee n. Chundee Churn Cbowdhry 

11 W. It., 612 . 



6929 

Narainee Dossee v. Nurroburry Mobonto 

Narainee Koonwaree v, Joogul Kishore i^oy 

Marsh., 70 . 



6108 

6 W. R., 309 



4687 

Narain Geer v, Gour Surnn Doss 

23 W. R., 368 . 



6177 

Narain Giree v. Goluck Cbunder Mytee 

22 W. It., 103 . 



1460 

Naraioi Knar v» Durjan Kuar . . . 

I. L. R., 2 All., 738 



4276 

— v» Piarey Lai • . • 

I. L. It., 2 All., 738 



4275 

Narain Kbootia v» Lokenath Kbootiia ' • 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 461 : 
R., 243. 

9C. 


2149, 3139 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


0687 


Name of Case. 


Narain Lall v, Lalla Nund Kishore Lall • 

Karain Mai v. Kooer Narain Mytee . 

Narain Mundul v, Bhookto Mahato • 

Narain Pattro v, Ankhoy Narain Manna 
Narainpernad Mytee v. Roodur Narain Mungle 

Narain Roy v. Opnit Misser 

■ V. Sreenath Mitter . 

Narain Sahai v. Posoo .... 

Narain Sahoo v, Ochoot Sahoo . 

Narain Singh v. Bheurab Churn Panda • 
V, Madho Parshad . . 

- V. Muhammad Faruk . 

■ '■■■ V. Munsur Raoot • 

V, Ram Lall Mookerjee 

■ ■ — V. Simhhoo Singh • 

Narain Singh Roy v, Nurendro Narain Roy 
Narain Sooboddhee. In the matter of the petition of 
Narain Sooboodhi. In re 
Narakant Mazumdar v. Baradakant Roy 
Naran Appa Aiyan v, Nanna Ainmal Parvathy I 
Ammal. i 

Naranbhai Virjbhukandas v, Naroshankar Chandro) 
Shankar. i 

Narandas v, Bai Manchba . . . . • 

Naranji Bhikabhai v. Dipa Ur?.ed . . . • 

Naranjoli Chirakal Kunlii Raman v, NaranjoliChirakal7 
Puttalathu Kunhuuni Nambiar. y 

Naran Purshotam v. Dalatrara Virchand 
Narappa bin Appa Hegdi v. Gapaya bin Kapaya 

Narasamal v. Balaramacharlu 

Narasanna v, Gavappa 

— - - V, Gurappa 
Narasayya v, J ungam 

V, Narasimma 

- V, Venkatakrishnayya 

Narasayya Chetti v, Guruvappa Chetti 
Narasidavur v. Marana Kaundan 
Narasimah v, Yenkatadri . 

Narasimha. In re . 

Narasimha Rau v, Lakshmipati Ran 
Narasimharav Krishnarav v. Antaji Virupaksh 
Narasimma v. Kistnama .... 

Narasimma Chariar v. Kristna Tata Chariar 
Narasimma Charya v. Raghupathyacharya . 

Narasimma Thatha Acharya v. Anantha Bbatta 

* Narasimulu v. Somanna .... 

Narasu Reddi v. Krishna Padayacbe . 

Narattam Das Chowdhry v. Rosopyari Chowdhrain 
Narayan v. Chintaman 

— V, Satvaji . 

Narayana. In re . 


• V, Krishna 
- V, Narayana 


Volume and Page. 


19 W. R.. 78 
I. L. R., 6 Calc., 251 
26 W. R., 66 
I. L. R., 12 Calc., 152 
2 Hay, 490 . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 304 : 11 C. 

L. R., 417. 

9 W. R., 485 

2 Agra, 78 . 

14 W. R., 233 
8 C. L. R., 360 . 

7 N. W., 163 

I. L. R., 1 All., 277 
26 W. R., 165 . 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 370 
1. L. R., 1 All., 325 :L. R.,4- 

I. A., 16. 

22 W. R., 296 
22 W. U., Cr., 37 . 

6 W. R., Cr., 6 . 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 31 

8 Mad., 97 . 

4 Bom., A. C., 98 . 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 217 
I. L. R., 3 Bom., 3 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 314 

1. L. R., 6 Bom., 538 

2 Bom., 361 ; 2ud Ed., 34,1 

1 Mad., 420 

3 Mad., 270 
I. L. R., 9 Mad., 424 
I. L. R., 7 Mad., 418 
I. L. K., 7 Mad., 510 
I. L. K., 7 Mad., 397 
1. L. R., 1 Mad., 378 

2 Mad., 440 
I. L. R., 8 Mad., 290 
I. L. R., 9 Mad., 201 
I. L. R., 3 Mad., 263 

2 Bom., 64 : 2nd Ed., 61 
1 Mad., 456 
6 Mad., 449 
I. L. R., 6 Mad., 176 
I. L. R., 4 Mad., 391 
1. L R., 8 Mad., 167 
1 Mad., 358 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 271 
1. L. K., 5 Bom., 393 

9 Bom., 83 . 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 49 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 214 
I. L. R., 8 Mad., 284 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


3212 

676 

3045 

5807 

2240 

6184 

3504, 4436 
6063 
6400 
886 
1118 
4539 
5189 
4625 

6215 

1748, 1985 
6642 
6637 
1438 

3181, 3469 

27:ri, 6768 

1864 

4963 

6083 

3945, 6148 
769, 1765 
2132, 2138 
2216 

4753, 4822 
2186 
4834 
2645 
1888 
4766 
6656 

2192, 2611 
4106 
12(X) 

296,2234 
6243 
2838 • 
1440, 3276 
* 2251 

4840 
3114 
320 
1674 
2600 
4509 
249, 339 
2361, 434 
3766 




6588 


TABLE OP CASES I5J THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Narayana Aiyau v. Srinivasa Aiyan • 

Narayana Charya v. Narso Krishna . 

Narayana Chetti v, Champion • . . • 

Narayana Malya v. Govind Shetty 

Narayanan Kannan ..... 

— V, Sridharan ..... 
Narayanan Chetti v. Karuppathan 
Narayanan Chetty v. Jensen .... 
Narayana Pillay v. Ramasawmy Thavutharan 
Narayanappa v. Bhaskar Parmaya 
Narayanasami v. Samidas .... 
Narayanasami Ayyar. In the matter of the petition o; 
Narayanasami Mudali v. Kumarasami Gurukkal . 
Narayanasaray Naikar v. Vein Pillay . 

Narayana Sanabhajja v. Narayana Nayak 
Narayana Sawmy Naick v. Saravana Mudaly 
Narayanasvanii Chetti v. Arunachala Chetti . 
Narayan Ayyar v. Lakshmi Ammal . . • 

V. . • 

Narayan Babaji v, Nana Manohar . • • 

Narayan Babaji Dabholkar v. Pandurang Ramchandra 
Dabholkar. 

Nara 3 ’anbhai Lalbhai v. Gangakrisbna Balkrishna 
Narayan Bharthi v. Laving Bharthi . 

Narayan Bhivrav v, Kashi .... 
Narayan bin Babaji v, Gungaram bin Krishnaji . 
Narayan bin Rughoji v. Bholagir Guru Manjir . 
Narayan bin Sidoji v, Davudbhai valad Fatebhai 

Narayan Das v, Maharaja of Burdwan 

Narayan Deshpande v. Anaji Deshpande 

V. Rangubai 

Narayan Dev v. Gajanan Dikshit 
Narayanga Devu v. Harischandana Devn . 

Narayan Gop Habbu v. Pandurang Ganu . 

Nara^^an Govind Ok v. Ganesh Atmaram Fadke . 
Narayani v. Govinda ...... 

Narayani Dayi Debi v, Chandi Charan Chowdliry 
Narayan Krishna Laud v. Collector of Bombay . 

V. Norman . 

Narayan Madhavrao Naik v. Collector of Thaua 

Narayan Mandal v. Beni Madhab Sircar 

Narayan M. Pendsbc. In re . 

Narayan Nagarkar v, Vithu Jakhoji . • 

Narayan Naik. In the matter of . 

Narayan Raghunath v, Bhagvant Anant 

V, Kashinath 

Narayan Ramchandra v. Dhondu Raghu 
Narayanrav Damodar v, Balkrishna Mahadev 

Narayanrav Itam Chandra Pant v, Ramabai . 

Narayan Sadanand Bava v. Balkrisna Sbidesbvar 
Narayan Sadasbiv v. Bapuji Balal 


2 Mad.; 435 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 262 

1. L. R., 7 Mad., 1 

6 Mad., 18 . 

I. L. R., 7Mad., 315 
I. L. R., 5 Mad., 165 
I. L. R., 3 Mad., 261 

2 Mad., 383 
8 Mad., 100 

7 Bom., A. C., 125 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 293 
7 Mad., 182 
7 Mad., 267 
4 Mad., 188 
I. L. R., 6 Mad., 327 

6 Mad., 58 . 

1 Mad., 487, note . 

3 Mad., 216 

3 Mad., 289 

7 Bom., A. C., 163 . 

12 Bom., 148 

4 Bom., A. C,, 87 . 

1. L. R., 2 Bom., 140 

T. L. R., 6 Bom., 67 

5 Bom., A. C., 157 

6 Bom., A. C., 80 

9 Bom., 238 

1 B. L. R., S. N., 11 : 10 
R., 174. 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 130 
I. L. R., 6 Bom., 127 

10 Bom., 1 . 

1 Mad., 455 

1. L R., 5 Bom., 685 

7 Bom., A. C., 118 . . 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 362 . 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 65 

5 Bom., O. C., 1 . 

I. L. R., 2 Bora., 145 

4 B. L. R., F. H., 32 : 12 
R., F. B., 21. 

11 Bom., 102 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 539 . 

14W. R.,Cr., 34 . 

T. L. R.. 10 Bom., 238 . 
I, L. R., 8 Bom., 299 . 

1. L. R., 10 Bom., 173 . 
I. L. R., 4 Bom., 629 
I. L, R., 3 Born., 416 : L. 
6 I. A., 114 : 6 C. L. 
162. 

9 Bora., 413 
7 Bom., A. C., 140 


3832 

2178 

3316 

6016 

3755 

3753 

6849 

2686 

3413 

3204, 3309 
2235 
3021 
4479 
2859 
3028 
6493 
2529 

241.5787 

2449 

2119, 2225 

2303, 2355 

44.73, 4882 

6115, 5924 

2221, 2321 
4256 
3050 
2500 


2847, 5474 
2713, 5819 
5975 
2062 
504.9 
4615 
3762 
6929 

2913, 6718 
105 


1222 

1569, 4304 
967 
1234 
5828 • 
6858 
1438 

2425,3373 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Narayan Shamji v. Gujerat Trading Company • 
Narayan Succaram v. Bhawoo Dajee .... 
Narayan Undir Patil v, Motilal Kamdas 
Narayan Venkoba v, Panduraug Kamat 
Narayan Venku Kalgutkar v. Sakbaram Nagu Kore- > 
gaumkar. j 

Narayan Visaji v. Lakahuman Bapuji 
Narayan Vitlie Parab v. Krishnaji Sadashiv 
Narayan Vyankatesh v. Dhandu Daraodhar 
Narbadabai v. Mahadeo Narayan 
Narbadasbankar v. Xlugh-natb Ishvarji 
Narbbase Singh v. Lucbmee Naiain Pooree 
Narbberam Kisandas v. Navnidram Kusbiram 
Narendra Naraiii Roy v, Bisbun Cbundra Das 
Narendra Narayan Roy Cbowdbry v, Isban Chandra f 


Sen. 

Narendronarain Singh. In re . 

Narhar Govind Kulkarni v, Narayan Vithal 
Narhar Singh v, Dirgnath Kuar 
Narisi. In re 

Narmada Bai. In the matter of the petition of 
Naro Damodar Ghiigri v. Collector of Poona 
Naro Ganesh Datar v, Muhammad Khan 
Naro Hari Bhave v» Vitbalbhat 
Narotam v. Nanka ..... 
Narotam Bapu v, Ganpatrav Pandurang 
Narotamdas Bhagtandaa v. Dayabhai Icbhachand 

Narotam Dass v. Sheo Pargash Singh 

Narottam Jagjivan v. Navsandas Harikisandas 
Narpat Singh v, Mahomed Ali Hussain Khan 
Narraina Tantri v. Ukkoma . . ^ 

Narrandas Hemraj v, Yissandas Hemraj • 
Narronji Bhiniji v. Mugniram Chandaji 
Narsappa Lingappa v. Sakbaram Krishna • 
Narsidas Jitram i;. Joglekar 
Narsinbhat bin Bapubliat v, Chenapa bin Ningapa 
Narsingdas Multan Chand v. Nabanubai 
Narsingh Das v, Mangal Dubey 
'■ V, Narain Das 

Narsingh Dass v, Najmooddin ^I ossein 
Narsingh Sewak Singh v. Madho Das • 
Narsing Porkaet v. Bewah 

Narsing Rao Rama Chandra v» Luxuman Rao 
Narsingrav Ramcbandra v, Venkaji Krishna 
Narsinvacharya v. Svami Raya Charya 
Nani V. Gulabsing ..... 

Naru Pira v, Naro Shidheshvar 
Nasarvanji Aspandiarji v. Shivji Manikhhai 
Nasarvanji Hormasji v. Narayan Trimbak Patil 
Nasarvanji Pestanji v. Deputy Commissioner of Cusf 

V. Nasarvanji Darasha . 

Naseerooddeen Ahmed v. Oomeedeh . 

Nasibun. In the matter of the petition of . 

v» Preosunker Ghose . 


I 


Volume and Page. 


3 Bom., 0. C., 20 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 164 
1. L. R., 1 Bom., 45 
I. L. R., 7 Bom., 526 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 462 

10 Bom., 324 
I. L. R., 10 Bom., 233 

4 Bom., A. C., 167 
I. L. R., 6 Bom., 99 

2 Bom., 349 

11 W. R., 307 . 

5 Bom., A. C., 46 
I. L. R., 12 Calc., 182 
13 B. L. R., 274; 22 W. R., 

22 

6 W.'r., Cr., 48 . 

I. L. R , 1 Bom., 607 
I. L. R., 2 All., 407 
I. L. R., 8 Mad., 604 
I. L. R., 8 Bom., 14 
I. L. R., 6 Bom., 209 
9 Bom., 280 
I. L. R., 10 Bom., 648 
1, L. R., 6 Bom., 473 

8 Bom., O. C., 69 
6 Bom., A. C., 34 
I. L. R., lOCalc., 740:L.R., 

11 1. A., 83. 

3 Bom., A. C., 6 . 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 1 
6 Mad., 267 
I. L. R., 6 Bom., 134 
I. L. U., 6 Bom , 103 

6 Bom., A. .C., 216 
I. L. R., 4 Bom., 67 
I. L. R., 2 Bom., 479 

7 Bom., O. C., 183 
I. L. R., 6 All., 163 
I. L. R., 2 All., 763 
I. L. R., 8 Calc., 20: JO C. 

L. R., 225. 

I. L. R., 4 All.. 274 
6 B. L. R., Ap., 86 : 14 W. 
R., 250. 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 318 
I. L. R., 8 Bom., 395 
5 Bom., A. C., 66 
I. L. R., 4 Bom., 83 
I. L. R.. 3 Bom,, 28 

9 Bom., 438 • 

4 Bom., A. C., 125 
2 Bom., 2nd Ed'., 75 

2 Bom., 366: 2nd Ed., 346 

3 Agra, 1 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 634 
I. L. R., 8 Calc., 634 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


946 

6121 

630, 1684 
3954 
604, 625 
2877 
3057 
5244 

238 

2415, 2428 
3200 
3723 

239 
4205 

6194, 6201 

6010 
2109 
• 2413 

4344 
28 
4390 
3340 

3972, 4257 
2212 
4561 
3322 

4227 

. 2532 
2062 
3212 
3321 

3179, 3221 
2309 
3924 
2374 
424 
4039" 
3485 

3641 

3482 

4804 

905 

3861 

6077 

6146 

5691 

3782 

2973, 468£ 
1561 
35 
1347 
5832 
5832 


6590 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Nome of Case. 


Nasir Ali v. Government . • . . • 

Nasir bin Abdul Habib Fazal Dayabhai Itchachand 
Nasir Husain t;. Mataprasad 

. , t;. Sugbra Begum . 

Nasir Khan v, Karamat Khan • 

Nasiruddin v, Khodabaksh 

Nasiruddin Khan v. Indronarayan Chowdhry 

Nasoo V, Mahatal Beebee . . • 

Nasrat Husain v, Hamidan 
Nasrudin v. Venkatesh Prabhu . 

Nassib Chowdry v. Nannoo Chowdhry 

Nassir v. Chunder .... 

Nassir Jan. In the matter of the petition of 

Natabar Nandi Kalidass Pali 

Natali V. Natali .... 

Natcharammal v. Gopalakrisbna 
Natesa Ayyar v. Venkataramayyan 

Natha Hari v. Jamni 

Natha Hira v. Janardan Ram Chandra 
Nathaji Krishnaji Hari Jagoji 

Natha Singh v. Jodha Singh 

Nathi V, Daud .... 

Nathibai. In the goods of 
Nathmal Das v, Taiaminul Husain • 

Nathooram v. Jardine, Skinner, & Co. 

Nathooram Sbaha v. Doorga Manjee . 

Nath Prasad v. Baijnath . 

■ V. Ram Paltan Ram^ 

Nathu V. Badri Das 

Nathu Achalai Ayyangar v. Parthasaradi Pillai 
Nathubhai Bhailal v. Javher Raiji 
NSthubhai Panachand v, Mulchaud Hirachatid 
Nathud Bi v. Jafar Husain 
Nathu Ganesh v. Kalidas Umed 

Nathu Lai Chowdry v. Chadi Sabi 

Nathuni Mahton v. Manraj Mahton . 

Nathuram v. Phulchand . 

Nathu Sadashiv v, Ramchandra Annaji 

Nathu Sheikh v. Queen-Empress 

NattamVenkataratnum a Balakonda Venkata Na-") 
rayana Row v. Nattam Ramaiya alias Balakonda > 
Rama Row. J 

Nattu Miah v, Nandrani .... 

Natukhee Koeri v. Chowdhry Chintamun Singh 
Naubat Singh v. Kisban Singh . 

Naunhee Koonwar r. Kustooree Koonwar • 

Naunhoo Singh Tofan Singh • 



Column 

Volume and Pa^e. 

of 

Digest. 

3 Agra, 394 * . • . 

5799 

10 Bom., 300 .. . 

3290, 3291 

I. L. R., 2 AIL, 891 . 

1107 

I. L. R., 6 AIL, 606 . 

3673 

I. L. R., 3 AIL, 168 . 

5691 

2 B. L. R., S. N., 7 

B. L. R., Sup.VoL,367:6 W.l 

5686 

5121 

R.,93:lInd.Jur.,N.S.,]47.J 

4W.R., 7 . 

S660 

I. L. R., 4 AIL, 206 . 

3651 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 382 . 

813 

16 W. 11, Cr., 47 

5994 

B. L.R., Sup. VoL, 951: 97 
W. R., Cr., 41. i 

6191 

7B.L. R., 144: 15 W. R.,) 
418. ) 

5935 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 608 : 9 C. 

5246, 5431 

L. R., 8. 

5666, 5681 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 12 . 

1563 

I.L. R.,2 Mad., 126 . 

2436 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 135 . 

487 

8 Bom., A. C., 37 . 

1920, 4944 
6403 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 503 . 

3307 

8 Bom., A. C., 67 

2127,2138 
141, 3328 

I. L. R., 6 AIL, 406 . 

4213, 4397 


4437 

2 Bora., 309 : 2nd Ed., 293 

3331 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 9 

2296, 2439 

I. L. R., 7 AIL, 36 

830 

!or.. 118 . 

6096 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 92 

1688 

T. L. R., 3 AIL, 66 

2863, 6671 

[. L. R., 4 AIL, 218 . 

3354 

[. L. R., 5 AIL, 6J4 

3257 

[. L. R., 3 Mad., 114 . 

3596 

:. L. R., lBom.,121 . 

2212 

i Bora., A. C., 196 . 

2500 

. L. R., 8 Mad., 365 . 

392 

:. L. R., 2 I^m., 365 . 

5664 

1. B. L. R., A. C., 15 : 12 W. 

R., 446. 

2189 

:. L. R., 2 Calc., 149 . 

4254, 4261 

. L. R., 6 AIL, 581 . 

4805 

> Bom., A. C., 76 . 

41.32 

. L. E., 10 Calc., 405 . | 

1966, 1977 
1981 

: Mad., 470 

2055,2748 

B. L. R., 508 : 17 W. E., ' 
309. 

5690 

low. R, 247 . 

2222, 2232 

. L. R., 3 All., 753 

1472 

3 W. R., I4l . . . 

3524 

.4W. R.,228 . 

2799, 6085 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6691 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Naun Sinofh v. Rash Behari Singh . . 

Nauth Sahoy v, Jugdum Sahoy .... 
Navalmal Gambhirmal v, Dhondiba bin Bbagvantram 
Navalram Atmaram v. Nandkishor Shivnarayan . 

Navivahoo v. Narotamdas Candas 
Navlu v» Ragbu 

Navroji Pestanji V. Mansukh Jayachand 

Navsa bin Biba v. Raba bin Bahiru 

Nawab Ali v, Uzir Mahomed .... 


I. L. B.) 13 Calc., 255 
2 Hay, 499 
11 Bom., 165 » 

1 Bom., 209 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 5 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 303 
6 Bom., A. C., 70 
1 Bom., 163 
23 W. R., 233 . 


Nawab Nazim of Bengal v, Amrao Begum . . * 

V. Heera Lall Seal 

• Prosono Narain Deb • • 

V, Raj Ooomaree Debee . 

V, Ram Lall G hose alias J ogo- \ 

bundhoo Ghose. * 3 

Nawab of Surat. In re , 


.21 W. R., 59 

lOB. L. R., 444 . 
2 Hyde, 236 
6 W. R., 113 

6 W. B., Act X, o . 
5 Moore’s I. A., 499 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


6086 

2023 

3310 

2493 

1042, 3093 
5726 
4021 
5706 
806 
1894 

2741, 4065 
4397 
458 
6236 

3334, 3819 
1582 
266 


Nawabun.^;. Jumeerun . . , . . 

Nawabunnissa v. Fuzooloonissa , • • 

Nawal ciiingh v. Bbagwan Singh . • 

Nawazish Aly Beg v, Vilaytee Khanum . • 

Nayanchandra v Narayan .... 

Nayan Manni v, Goda Shangara . • . 

Nazimoodeen Ahmed Chowdhry v. Wise 

Nazimudin Hossein v, Lloyd .... 

Nazina Bibee v, Juggomohun Dutt 

Nazir Khan v. Proladh Dutta .... 

Nazirooddeen Khan v, Inder Narain Chowdhry 

Nazirun. In the matter of the petition of . 

Nazur Ali Khan v, Ojoodhyaram Khau 
Neamut Ali «. Gooroo Doss .... 

Nechterlein. In the goods of . . . • 

Needoo Monee Dossee v, Saroda Moneo Dossee 
Neelanund Singh v. Nusseeb Singh . 

Neel Kanto Pundit v. Juggobundoo Ghose . . 

Neel Kunth Sahee v. Asmun Matho . • • 

Neel Madhub Dutt v, Radha Mohun . 

Neelmonee Singh Deo v, Gordon, Stuart, & Co. . 

Neelmoney Singh Deo v. Chutterdhun Singh 

V. Government . 

V. Shobhan Bibee • 

Neeloo Bebee v, Misser Biswas . . • • 

Necmchand Saboo v. Ram Gol^m Singh . 

Neem Chund Dey v, Auund Coomar Roy Chowdhry 
Neerbhoy Singh v. Ram Pershad Singh ‘ ' 
Neerunjun Mookerjee v. Oopendro Narain Deb 
Neet Lall v. Miller ...... 

Nehal Chunder Mistree v. Huree Pershad Mundul 

Nehalo v. Kishen Lai 

• V. Nawal 

Nehaloonissa v, Dhunnoo Lall Chowdry 

Nehal Singh v. Ali Ahmed .... 

Nehchul v. Than Singh ..... 


i 

■} 


V 


s 

} 


Marsh., 428 


3702 


I. L. R., 4 AIL, 427 . 

2 Agra, 23 . 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 293 . 

1 Mad., 262 

5 W. R., 282 

6 B. L. R., Ap.,130: 15 W. 
R., 232. 

14 W. R., 461 . 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 659 

5 W. R., 237 

I.L. R.,6Calc., 19:6C. L. 
R., 210. 

1 W. R.. Mis., 13 
22 W. R., 365 . 

1 B. L. R., 0. C., 19 . 

2 W. R., 61, 62 . 

6 W. R., 80 

12 B. L. R., Ap., 18 . 

3 N. W., 67 
3 W. R., 206 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 356 : 6 W. 
R., 152. 


2297 

809 

317 

1427 

• 1731 

3118, 3395 

3885 

2029 

3711 

• 77, 163 

266 

1739 

3084 

6121 

1787 

1842 

5485 

4954 

630, 6738 
6121 


Marsh., 308: 2 Hay, 226 


2003 


Marsh., 600 

6 W. R., Civ. Ref., 12 . 

24 W. R., 424 . 

7 W. R, 147 

18 W. R.. 261 . 

lOB.L.R., 67 . 

11 W. R., 420 . 

8 W. R., 183 

l.L.R.,2All., 160 . 

I. L. R., 1 All., 428 . 

13 W. R., 281 . 

16 W. B., 110 • 

2N.W.,222 


236, 5002 
5683 

214, 9804 

228, 6231 
497 

1462, 4518 
239 
4161 
2526 
2071 
3040 
291 
4559 



6m 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Nebora Boy v. Badha Persbad Singb • 

Nekram Jemadar v. Iswariprasad Facburi • 

Nellaikomltra Cbetti v, Marakatbaininal 
Nellaya Variyatb Silapani v. Vadikapat Muuakel 
Afibtamurti Nambudri. 

Nellikel Edattbil Itti Pungy Achen. Ex parte • 
Nemai Cbaran Dbabal v, Kokil Bag . 

Nemcband v, Savaichand 

Nem Boy v, Bbarut Koy 

■ V. Lalmun Boy .... 

Neomutoolab v. Govind Chunder Dutt 
Nepal Singh v. Bam Suruu Singb 
Nepoor Aurut w. Jurai . • • • 

Nesbitt. In the goods of ... 

Netai Laskar v. Queen-Empress 

Nettietom Pereu gar j prom aliafi Panisberry Damodben') 
Nambudry v. Tayanbarry Parameshwareu Nambu- > 
dry. ) 

Netye Boy v. Odeet Boy .... 

New Beerbboom Coal Co. v. Buloram Mabata 

■ ■ ■ ■ '■■■ ■ - V. Bularam Mabata 

New Fleming Spinning and Weaving Co. In the matter ( 

of. ) 

■ V. Kessowji Naik . 

Newaj V, Maksud Ali .... 

Newaj Bundopadhya v. Kaliprosonno Gbose 

Newaj ee v. Lloyd ..... 

Newar. In the matter of . • • 

Newton. In re . 

■ * In re the goods of . . • 

- — w. Kurneedhone . . • 

Neyniim v. Muzuifer Wahid 

Neypal Singh *«;. Guyadut .... 

Nga Bike v, Snadden . • • . 

Nga Hoong v. Queen .... 

Nga Tba Yah v. Burn .... 

V, Mi Khan Mhaw 

Niamat Ali v, Asmat Bibi • • . 

Niamut Khan v, Bbadu Buldia 
V. Pbadu Buldia . . • 

Niamutoollah Khadim v, Himmut Ali Ebadim 


I. L. B., 6 Calc., 64 : 4 C. L. 
B., 353. 

5B.L. B., 643: 14 W. R., 
305. 

I. L. B., 1 Mad., 166 . 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 882 . 

2 Mad., 240 

L L. R., 6 Calc., 534:7 C.' 
L. B., 487. 

I. L. B., 5 Bom., 84, note . 
22 W. B., 129 • 

25 W. B., 376 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. a, 2:4 W. 

R., Act X, 25. 

W. R., 1864, 6 
lO B. L. B., Ap., 33 : 19 W. 
R., Cr., 73. 

4 B. L. B., Ap., 49 • 

I. L. B., 11 Calc., 410 . 

4 Mad., 472 • 

low. R, 241 . 

1. L. B., 5 Calc., 175:2 0. L.J 
B., 268 > 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 175, 932 : L. \ 
R., 7 1. A., 107. > 

I. L, B., 3 Bom., 439 . . 

I. L. B., 4 Bom., 275 • • 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 373 

1. L. B., 12 Calc., 131 
I. L. R., 6 Calc., 643 : 8 C. L. *) 
B., 6. ) 

8 W. R., 464 .. . 

7N. W.,230 

10 B. L. R„ 88: 17 W. R.,) 
35 : 14 Moore’s I. A., 267. ) 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 76 

9 B. L. B., Ap., 15 • 

IIW.R., 265 • 

3 Agra, 311 • 

9 W. B., 276 

4 W. B., P. C., 109: 7 1 

Moore's I. A., 72. i 

2B.L.B.,F. B.,91: 11 W.) 

R., F. B., 8. j 

6B.L.R., 371: 13 W. B.,1 
443. j 

I. L. B., 7 All., 626 . 

7 C. L. R., 227 . 

I. L. B., 6 Calc., 319 • 

22 W. K., 619 .. f 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


2739, 2740 
2741, 4411 

6879 

2512 

1459, 3763 
4726 

4805, 6801 
6140 
2839 
380 

303, 4779 
4815 

1662 

3127, 6591 
3740 

3084 

4432 

3246 

6386 

3338 

3338, 5803 

939 

939 

932, 3172 
5614 
82, 3855 

1633, 4161 

1743 

1633 

468 

6903 

755 

1752,6358 
1761. 5074 
1875 

2905 

4130 

683, 4274 
4283 
4551 
5022 
6022 

137, 1844 
5754, 5766 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST, 


Name of Case. 


Niamutulla v, Gopal Saha « • • . 

Nibamn Chunder Dass v. Bhuggobutty Churn Cbatterjee 
Nicbbabbai Fragji v. Issekhan Haji Abdula Khan 

Nicholls V, Wilson | 

Nicol & Co. v» Castle ...... 

Nidha Chowdhry v, Bundah Lall Thakoor • 

Nidhee Singh v, Bissonath Doss .... 

Nidhi Krishna Bose v, Nistarini Dasi . . ^ 

1 , , , .,.. 1 ,, V. Ramdoss Sein 

Nidhi Lai v» Mazhar Husain 


■ ' V, • • . . • 

Nidhoo Monee Joginee v. Kishen Nath Banerjce . 
Nidhoomoni Debya v, Saroda Pershad Mookcrjee . | 

Nidhoo Sircar v. Phillippe 

Nidra Dossee i;. Abdool VVahed . , . . , 

Nidree Telhinee. In the matter of . . • 

Nightingale v. Faiz-ulla ...... 

Nihal Chand Azniat Ali Khan . . . . 

Nihal Chand alias Chutto Lall Dass v, Ramesharir 
Dassce. i 

Nihal Khan v, Hur Churn Lall 
Nihal Singh v. Kokale Singh 

Nijabutoolla Wazir Ali . . • 

Nijamudin v. MahainmadaU 

Nikka Mai v, Sulaiinaii Shikoh Gardner 

Nilakandau v. Thandamma 


Nilakant Banerjee v, Suresh Chandra Mullick 


Nilamhar Sen v. Kali Kishor Sen 

Nilambur Sein v. Pitambur Sein 

Nilatatchi v. Venkatachala Mudali 

Nilava kom Rachappa v. Rudraya bin Rachappa 

Nilayatatchi v. Yeiikatachahim Mudali 

Nil Comul Banerjee v, Mudoosoodun Chowdhry 

Nil Comul Lahuri v. Joteudro Mohun Lahuri 

Niljaree Mujeeboollah .... 

Nil Kamal Banerjee v, Madhusudan Chowdry 

Nilkamal Lahuri v. Gunomani Debi - . 

Nilkant Bhuttacharjee. In the matter of the petition"^ 
of 

Nil Kant Biswas. In the matter of . - . 

Nilkant Chatterjee v. Peari Mohan Das . ^ 

Nilkanth v. Dattatraya 

Nilkanth Anaji Kargupi v. Baslinga . 

Nilkanthapa v. Magistrate of Sholapur 
Nilkanth Surmah v. Bishen Bashee • 

■ ■ — - ■■■ V. Soosela Debia • 



Colnnm 

Volume and Page. 

of 

Digest. 

IIB. L. R.. Ap., 6: UW.\ 
R., Cr., 63. > 

977 

20 W. R.. Cr., 40 

4748 

2 Bom., 313 ; 2nd Ed., 297 • 

3731, 4902 

I.L. R., 4 Calc., 660: 3 C.> 
L. R., 361. i 

2066 

9 Bom., 321 . . • 

598 

6 W. R., 289 .. . 

1675 

24 W. R., 79 

471 

13 B. L. R., 416 : 21 W. R„ > 
386. i 

3042 

20 W. R., 341 . . ■ 

6182 

I. L. R„ 7 All., 230 . 1 

316, 2793 
5896 

I. L. K., 7 All, 436 ^ 

3908 

20 W. R., 442 . 

1629, 2747 

L. R., 3 I. A., 253: 26') 
W. R., 91. i 

2114, 2271 

10 W. R., 153 .. . 

1768 

25 W. R., 632 . 

11 W. R., Cr., 7 . 

I. L. R., 4 All, 334 

I. L. R., 7 All, 362 

I. L. K., 9 Calc., 214: 12 C.'i 

476 

.3618 

2944 

4230, 4089 
228 

L. R., 53. ) 

1 Agra, 219 . . . 

I. L. R.. 8 All, 29 

I. L. R, 8 Calc., 910: 10 C.> 

2190 

4555 

3149 

L. R., 333, 1 

4 Mad., 385 .. . 

I. L. U., 2 All, 193 . 

1 . L. R., 9 Mad., 460 . 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 414 : L. R., > 
12 I. A., 171. i 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 94 : 12 W. ^ 
R., 28. j 

5 W. R., Mis., 28 

1 Mad., 131 ... 

12 liuiu., 141 . . . 

1 Mad., 250 

14 W. R, 478 .. . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 178:8C. L.'J 

3201, 3202 
3904 

3257,4188 

3972 

1497 

2708 

60, 5754 
4765 
6788 
6717 

2143 

R., 401. i 

19 VV. R., 209 .. . 

3114 

6 B. L. R., 177 . 

6717 

7 B. L. R., 113 : 15 W. R., P. ) 

3336, 3821 

C., 38. j 

6157 

W. R., 1864, Mis., 9 

6588 

9W. R..Cr.,29 , 

.8882 

3 B. L. R., O.C., 7: 11 W.f 

1946, 2234 

R., 0. C., 21. 1 

2737, 4259 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 103 . 

3230 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 104 . 

2097 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 670 . 

4421 

6 W. R., 322 

6746 

6 W, R., 324 .. . 

1198, 6239 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volnmo and Page. 


Nil Kant Sahoo v, J ugoo Sahoo 

Nilkant Sein v, Jaenooddeen .... 

Nilkissen Thakoor v. Beer Chunder Thakoor Gossain 

Nil Komul Chuckerbutty v. Shama Sooiiduree 

Nilkomul Ghose v, Nobm Chunder Bose 

Nilkomul Mookbopadhya v, Anund Chunder Lushkur 

Nilkomul Roy v, Rohinee Dossia 

Nil Komul Sein v, Danesh Shaikh . 

Nilkomul Shaw v, Reed ..... 

Nilkristo Deb Barmono v. Bir Chandra Thakur . 

Nilkund Anantapa v. Menshi Apuraya • • 

Nilkunt Chuckerbutty v. Sheo Narain Koonwar . 
Nilkunth Sahee v. Hunooman Pershad 

Nilkunto Dey v. Hurro Soonderee Dossee . 
Nillumbhur Mastophy v, Doorga Churn Biswas . 

Nilmadhab Das v, Biswambhar Das . 

Nilmadhab Karmokar v. Shibu Pal • 

Nilmadhab Singh Das v. Fatteh Chand Saha 

Nilmadhub Chuckerbutty v. Ramsodoy Ghose 
Nilmadhub Doss v, Bissumbhur Doss 

Nilmadhub Ghosal. In the matter of the petition of 

Nilmadhub Gossamee v. Chunder Mookhee Gossamoe 
Nilmadhub Mookerjee v. Dookeram Khottah . 
Nilmadhub Mundul. Ex parte .... 

Nilmadhub Shaha v. Srinibash Kurmokar . 
Nilmadhub Sumokar v. Kristo Doss Surnokar 
Nilmani Burnick v, Puddo Lochan Chuckerbutty . 

Nilmani Singh v, Annadaprasad Mookerjee 
V, Madhab Singh 

Nilmonee Banerjee v. Shurbo Mungola Debee 

— V. Shurbo Mungula Debee 

Nilmonee Bose v, Mohima Chunder Dutt 
Nilmonee Chowdhry v. Zuheerunissa Khanum 
Nilmonee Roy v. Hills .... 

Nilmonee Shaha v. Ram Churn Deb . 

Nilmonee Singh v. Bukronath Singh . 

V. Chunder Kant Baneijee 

2 ;, Gordon, Stuart, & Co. • 

Nilmonee Singh Deo v, Chunderkant Banerjee 

*-■' V, Heera Lall Chowdhry 

■ ' V, Issur Chunder Ghosal 

Kashee Mahtoon 
• V. Ooma Churn Roy 


20W.R.,?28 

7 W. R., 30 ... 

2 W. R., Mis., 23 . 

6 W. R., Mis., 46 • 

9W. R., 463 
19W. R., Cr., 6 . 

13 W. R., 330 .. . 

15W. R.,469 

12 B. L. R.,287;17 W. R.,) 
513. i 

3 B.,L. R., P. C., 13:12 W. ; 
R., P. C., 21 : 12 Moore's I. j 
A., 523. 

I. L. R.. 10 Bom., 346 . 

8W.B..276 

3N. W,. 136 

1 L. R.,3 Calc., 414: 1C.) 

L. R., 412. ) 

2 W. R., Act X, 94 

3 B. L. R., P. C., 27: 12 W. ■; 
R., P. C., 29 : 13 Moore’s I. 
A., 85. 

5 B. L. R., Ap., 18 :18W. R.,) 

410. ) 

3B. L. R., A. C., 310:12W.> 
R., 222. > 

1. L. R., 9 Calc., 857 . • 

21 W. R., 411 .. . 

19 W. R.; Cr., 1 

22W. R.,397 
15 B. L. R„ 161 . 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 169 . 

I.L. R., 7 Calc., 442:9 C. L.) 

R., 137. ) 

5W.K.,281 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 379:5] 
W. R., Act X, 20. i 

1 B. L. R., F. B., 93 : 10 W 
R., F. B., 41. 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 195 . 

6W. R., 14 

7 W. R., 193 .. . 

17W. R.,616 . 

8 W. R., 371 .. . 

4 W. R., Act X, 38 

6 W. R..Mis..45 . 

10 W. R., 255 .. . 

14W. R., 251 . 

9W. R.,371 

1. L. R., 2 Calc.. 125: 25 W.] 
R., 200. ‘ j 

23 W. R., 442 .. . 

9W. R., 92 

9 W. R., 121 

25 W. R., 206 .. . 

19 W. R., Cr., 49 . 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


61 

4012 

281 

5453 

1887 

4097 

1488, 1869 
6176 

5904 


2227 

2674 

1762, 4904 
1124 

418 

2989 

2129. 2130 
6076 

5316 

4781 

3312 

1207, 2696 
4736, 4740 
4741 
1341 

2837, 5649 
3545 

535 

3189 

2889 

8, 4873 

2038 

6231 

4527 

363, 6230 
1752, 4186 
6325 
5482 
2038 

1582, 1620 
6120 

1620 

1439 

1076 

1382 

6592 

1582 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST, 


6595 


Name of Case. 


Kilmonee Singh Deo v. Bambundhoo Roy . 

, , _■■■- ■ g. Ram Huree Misser 

Nilinoney Bhooya t>, Gunga Narain Shahur^ • 
Nilmoney Sing. In the matter of the petition of 

Kilmoney Singh v, Chinibas Mahanti 

V, Heera Lull Dass • • 

V, Issur Chunder Ghosal . 

- V, Ram Chuckerbutty 
• V, Sagurmouee Debia 

Nilmoney Singh Deo v, Anunt Bam Futnaik 

— — V, Baneshur 

‘ «. Bhobany Chum Panda 

I .I.-— V, Government . 

* — V. — . 

• V. Hingu Lall Singh Deo . 

- V. Bamanoograh Boy 

- V, Bamgopaul Singh Chowdhry 

• V, Kamjeebun Surkel . 

- V, Sharoda Pershad M ookerjee 

- V, — — 

• V. Sheo Tewary 

Nilmoni Singh Deo v. Bhoyharini Debi 
, — 17 , Bukronath Singh 

V. Bam Bandhu Bai 

■ — V, Bam Golam Bondopadhya 

V, Taranath Mukerjee . 




— V. Umanath Mookei^ee . • ^ 

Nilmony Bhuttacharjee, In the matter of 
Nilmony Mookhopadbya v. Aimunissa Bibee 

Nilmony Singh Deo v. Kalee Churn Bhuttacharjee ^ 

— ' V, Nilcomul Tuppadar 

Nilo Pandurang w. Bama Patloji 
Nilo Bamobandra v. Goviud Ballal 
Nilowa V, Fakirappa 
Nilrutton Sein. In the matter of 
Nilumber Sen Haranund Sooree 
Nilvaru t). Nilvaru 

Nimaye Churn Poojaree v, Mooroolee Chowdhry . 
Nimaye^ Chum Puteetundee v, Jogendro Nath"^ 
Bauerjee. ^ j 

Nimaye Churn Sein v, Bammonee Beebee • 

Nimba Harishet v. Sitaram Parji . . • • 

Nim Chand Borooah v, Mooraree Mundul . 


Volume and Page. 

Colmuu 

of 

Digest. 

I. L. B., 4 Calc., 767:3 C. L. 

2950 

E.,211. 

2 W. R., 161 .. . 

768 

1 W. E., 334 .. . 

2342 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 429 . 

467U 

12 B. L. E., Ap.. 8:20W. 

2778 

B.,405. 


19: 13 C. 
B., 10 1 


I. L. B., 7 Calc., 23 : 8 C. L. 

U., 267. 

9 W. R., 92 
21 W. B., 439 . 

12 W. B., 441 . 

16 W. B., 393 . 

I. L. U., 4 Calc., 91 • 

Marsh., 327: 2 Hay, 305 

6 W. B., 121 
18 W. R., 321 
I. L. R., 6 Calc., 266 

7 W. R., 29 
Marsh., 618 

8 0. D. R., 335 
16 W. R., 173 
18 W. B.. 434 
W. K., 1864, 324 
I. L. R.. 10 Calc , 

L. B., 314: L. 

A., 80. 

I. L. B., 9 Calc., 187 ; L. R., 
Q T A 104 

I. L. B., 7 Calc., 388 : 10 C. 
L. B., 393 : L. R., 8 1. A., 
90. 

21 W. B., 164 . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 296 : 12 C. 
L. B., 361:L.B.,9I.A., 
174. 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 19: 13 C. 
L. B., 314: L.R.,10I. 

80. 

16 W. B., Cl-., 68 
I. L. B., 12 Calc., 166 . 

14 B. L. B., 382 : 23 W. 
E., 160: L. B., 2 I. A., 

83. 

26 W. R., 546 . 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 35 . 

I. L. B , 10 Bom., 24 . 

6 Bom., A. C., 75 
16 W. R., Cr., 45 
W. B., 1864, Act X, 10. 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 110 . 

I W. R., 108 

21 W. B., 365 . 


7. B., 162 
R.. 9 Bom., 




1736, 4963 
5 

1625 

1627 

1605 

2416 

310 

2058 

5596 

2416 

137 

1682 

3491 

529 

9 

5593 

4670 

2041 

2954 

558 

1886, 5930 


4670 

978 • 

2024 

1423 

3497, 3527 
5247 

3371, 5910 
5726 
5552 
539 
6092 
2242 

901, 2240 

6283 

814 

5191 


10 M 



6596 


table of cases in the digest. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Nimdhari Sing v, Kachun Sing 

Ningangavda Patil v. Satyangavda Fatil 
Niogappa v* Gangawa 
Nii’ban Singh v» Eumla Sahoy . 

Nirman Singh v, Phnlmau Singh 
Nirinul Chandra Mookerjee v, Dojal Nath Bhuttacharjee 

Nirod Krishno Roy v. Woomanath Mookerjee 

Nirput Muhtoon v. Deep Koouwar 
Nirunjun Acharjee v. Kiiralee Churn Banerjeo 
Nirunjun Rai Rujjoo Rai . . j 

Nirvanaya v, Nirvanaya .... 

Nishadiney Dossee v. Cally Kriato Ghose . 

Niahan Singh v. Jugdeo Singh . 

Nissa Bibee v, Abdoor Ruhman 

Nissar Hossein v, Ramgolam Sing . • 

Niasar Murtojah v, Dhunwunt Koy . 

Nistarinee v. Kalee Pershad Doss Chowdhry 
Nistarinee Debee v. Collector of 24-PergQunahs 
Nistarinee Debia. In the matter of . • 

Nistarinee Dossee v, Debnath Bose 

Nistarini Dasi v, Bonomali Chattcrjee 
V, Makhan Lai Dntt 

Nistarini Debi v, Brojo Nath Mookhopadhya 
Niatariny Dossee v. Anundmuye Dossee . • 

Nitai Charan Pyne v. Ganga Dasi . . • • 

Nitai Shaha v* Shubal Shaha « . . . j 


Nitambini Chowdhrain v, Shashi Mukhi Chowdhrain 

Nitaram v, Nanuck Dass 

Nitia Nund v. My a Run 

Nitrasur Singh v. Nnnd Lall Singh . 

Nitressur Singh v. Jhottee Tely 

Nittai Chandra Pal v, Thakur Das Biswas • 

Nitta Kolita v, Bishunram Kolila 
Nittanund Murdiraj v, Sreekurun Jugger Nath Bewar* 
tah Patnaick. 

Nittanund Roy v, Bydonath Mohapathur • 
Nittianand Ghose v, Krishna Dyal Ghose • 

Nitto Gopal Ghose v. Mackintosh 
Nitto Kallee Debee v, Obhoy Gobind Chowdhry . 
Nitto Kissoree Dossee v. Jogendro Nanth Mullick 
Nittyanund Gossain v. Shama Chum Chatteijee . 
Nittyanund Koondoo v. Nugendro Chunder Ghose 
Nittyanund Kur v, Rajbullubh Adya 
Nittyanund Roy v. Abdar Raheem 
Nittyanund Surmah v, Kasheenath Nyalnnkar 
Nittyo Kali Debia v, Kedar Nath Chatteijee . 
Nityanund Ghose v. Kissen Kishore . 

Nityanundo Bur v. Kalachand Bur 
Nityo Gopai Sircar v, Nagendra Nath Mitter 


4 B. L. R., Ap., 44 : 13 W. ) 

R., 162. j 

11 Bom., 232 
I. L. R., 10 Bom., 433 

17 W. R., 345 . 

T. L. R , 4 All., 65 
I. L. R., 2 Calc., 130 
I. L. li., 4 Calc., 718 : 3 C. > 

L. K., 234. > 

8 W. U., 2 

1 W. R., 197 

5 N. W., 166 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 365 
Cor., 24 . 

4 B. L. R., Ap., 97 

18 W. R., 413 . 

25 W. R.. Cr, 10 
Marsh., 609 • 

21 W. R., 53 
23 W. R., 330 . 

7 W. R., Cr., 114 
20 W. R., 286 . 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 941:4 C. L. 

R., 278. 

9 B. L. R., 11: 17 W.R.,] 

432. > 

IOC. L. R., 229 . 

2 C. L. R., 561 . 

4 B. L. R., O. C., 265. note • 

2 B. L. R., S. N. : 10 W. R.,] 

3^19. > 

4B.L. R., Ap., 24 : 12 W.l 
R., 618. > 

1 N. W., Pt. Ill, 47 : Ed. 

1873, 103. ) 

3 N. W., 80 . . • 

8 Moore's I. A., 199 : 1 W. ) 

R., P. a. 51. i 

23 W. R.. 343 . 

8 B. L. R., 258, note 

2 (i. L. R., Ap.,49 

3 W. R., 116 

W. R., 1864, 350 
7 F. L. R., 1 : 15 W. R., 300 

6 W. R., Ci. Ref., 11 

5 W. R., Mis., 10 
L. R., 6 I. A., 65 

23 W. R., 163 

16 W. R., 299 . 

25 W. U., 267 . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 76 

6 VV. R., 26 

6 C. L. R., 368 . 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 82 

24 W. R., Cr., 75 
L L. R., 11 Calc., 429 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


512 

2850 

223 

2812 

5032 

4337 

3558 

3714 

3374 

6379 

2277 

2804 

4317 

6130 

980, 1958 
2320 
535 
87 
4238 
763 

1622 

1442, 2430 
4858 

3909, 4970 
3325 
2149 

1094 

3564 

6282 

3981 

4173,4657 

680 
* 429 
3246 


5079 

2112 

3237, 3331 
677 
2413 
6031 
3609 
1504 
184:3 
6089 

680, 1240 
2930, 2971 
982 
6199 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST, 


6597 


Name of Case. 


Nitye Laha v. Soondaree Dossee 
Nivath Singh v, Bhikki Singh . 

Nixon V, Chartered Mercantile Bank • 

Nizam of Hyderabad. In re 
Nizam-ud-din v, Zaheda Bibi 

Nizamut Ali v, Eamesh Chandra Boy 

Noban Nusya v, Dhon Mahomed 
Nobbo Doorga Debee Kistareenee Dossee 

Nobbo Kissen Singh v. Kaminee Dassee 

Nobeen Chunder Dutt v, Madhub Chunder Mundul 
Nobeen Chunder Ghoae v. Bam Gogenath Gope . 
Nobeen Chunder Sil v, Bhobosoonduri Dabee 
Nobeen Kishen Bose v. Shofatoollah . . • • 

Nobeen Kishen Mookerjee v. Shib Pershad Pattack 
■■■■ ■■■-* Shib Pershad Pattuck 

j 





Nobeen Kishore Boy v» Jogesh Prokaah Gangooly 
Nobin Chand Banerjee. In the matter of the petition of 
Nobin Chandra Boy v. Magantara Dassya • 

Nobin Chunder v, Buroda Kant Shaba • • ‘ . 

Nobin Chunder Banikya v. Empress .... 
Nobin Chunder Chowdhry v, Dokhobala Dasi • 

■ ' ' V. Gridharee Lall . • 

Nobin Chunder Chuckerbutty v. Gurupersad Doss 

■ V. Issur Chunder Chucker- 1 

butty. i 

Nobin Chunder Dey v. Secretary of State for India | 

Nobin Chunder Doss v, Nim Chand Doss 

Nobiu Chunder Dutt. In the matter of • . . 


V, Modun Mohun Pal . | 

Nobin Chunder Gossamee v, Dribo Moyee Debee . . 

Nobin Chunder Koondoo v. Jogendronath Bhuttarcharjee 

; ■■■ " V. Sreedhur Bhuttacharjee 

Nobin Chunder Kurr v, Bojomoye Dossee . 

Nobin Chunder Mookerjee v, Prosunno Coomar Banerjee 
Nobin Chunder Mozoomdar v, Jutadharee Holdar 

— Kenny 

Nobin Chunder Mudduck. In the matter of the peti- ) 
tion of. j 

Nobin Chunder Perdhan v, Janardhun Misser • 

Nobin Chunder Pooshalee v, Bungo Chunder Chatter jee 
Nobin Chunder Boy v. Brojendro Coomer Boy 

V. Goora Gobind Surmah • 

V. Bup Lall Das .... 
Nobin Chunder Boy Chowdhry o. Bbowanee Pershad 

Doss. j 

' V, Pearee Khanum 

V, Badha Pearee Debia . 


Volume ftud Paiire. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 

9 W. R., 475 .. . 

2434 

I. L. R., 7 All, 649 . 

6768 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 97 . 

2671 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 256 . 

6964 

6N.W.,338 

3677 

3 B. L. B., A. C., 78 : 11 W. ) 
R., 430. 1 

330 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 820 : 6 C. L. 1 

4797 

B., 136. ) 

1 W. R., 48 . . . 

536 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol, 349 : 2 W. •) 

3150 

B., Mis., 35 : Bourke, A. 0. [ 

C., 38. ) 

5238 

6 W. R., 225 .. . 

W. R., 1864, 63 . 

696 

I. L. B., 6 Calc., 460 

4669 

IW. B.,24 

4148 

7 W. R., 490 .. . 

2794, 2796 

8W. R., 96 

636 

8 W. B., 96 ; upheld on review, I 

3010, 6311 

9 W. B., 161. > 

9W. B.. 161 

6128 

10 W. R., 272 . 

41 

25 W. R., Cr., 32 . 

6270 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 924 . 

6016 

19 W. R., 341 .. . 

6669 

10 C. L. R., 369 . 

6165, 6946 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 686 . 

2361 

11 W. R., 264 . 

6141 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol, 1008 

3397 

9 W. R., 605 ... 

3397 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 11 : 24 W. I 

6218 

R., 309. i 

17 W. R., 191 . 

6064 

17 W. R.. Cr., 60 

6163 

I. L. R., 7Calc., 677: 9C.L.-^ 

4463 

R., 233. ) 

17 W. R., 620 . 

6688 

26 W. R., Cr., 18 

4496, 4601 

16 W. R., 24 . . . 

6096 

I. L, R., 11 Calc., 264 . 

3194 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 126 . • 

1069 

2 W. R., 289 . . 

4953 

6 W. R., S. C. C. Ref., 3 

3199, 3236 

22 W. R., Cr., 46 

438i 

W. R., F. B., 67 . 

2283 

22 W. R., 363 . 

288 

12 C. L. R., 541 . 

8176 

14W. R.,447 . V 

1106 

I.L R., 9 Calc., 377 . 

1162 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 62 

632, 2792 

3W. R., 143 

6104 

6 W. R., 17 ... 

1993 


10 M 


eesa 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 

Volume and Page. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 

Nobin Cbnnder Sen Cbowdhry v. Nobin Chnnder) 
Chnckerbutty. i 

22 W. E., 46 

• • 

676, 3014 

Nobin Ohunder Sbaba v, Baj Narain Sbaba 

9 W. B., 682 


77 

Nobin Cbnnder Shaboo v. Suroop Cbnoder Doss • 

6 W. R., 328 

• • 

3317 

Nobin Cbnnder Sircar v, Gonr Cbnnder Sbaba . ^ 

I.L.K.,6Calc.,769: 
R., 161. 

8C. L."^ 
) 

1602 

Nobin Cbnnder Vodro v, Kedar Natb Cbnckerbntty 

16 W. B., 228 . 


6669 

Nobin Cbnndra Eanikya. In the matter of the peti- ( 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 660 

10 C.l 

346, 1164 

tion of. 1 

L. B., 369. 

j 

6166, 6945 

Nobin Kalee Debea v, Bindobasbinee Debea • 

6 W. R., 8. C. C. Ref. 

6 

6684 

Nobin Eisbor Boy v, Jages Prasad Gangopadya • 

6 B. L. R., 343 : 14 W. R., 362 

40 

Nobin Krishna Bose v, Mon Mobnn Bose • • ^ 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 673 : 
R., 182. 

9C. L.| 

1124 

Nobin Krishna Chakravati v. Bam Knmar Cbakravati ^ 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 605 : 
R.. 90. 

9C.L. j 

6674 

Nobin Krishna Mookeijee. In the matter of the peti- ^ 

tion of. j 

I. L. B., 10 Calc., 194 

• • 

489 

■ ©, Chairman, Suburban 

Municipality. j 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 194 

• • 

489 


I. L. B.. 10 Calc.. 1047 

1802, 6160 

Nobin Kristo Mookerjee. In the matter of the petition 




of, ( 

I. L R. 10 Calc., 268 


1302, 1309 





Nobin Mobnn Gbossal Gopal Cbnnder Mookeijee . 

11 w. R., 638 . 


1453 

Nobo Cbnnder Baneijee v, Ishur Cbnnder Mitter 

12 W. R., 264 . 


2776 

Nobocoomar Biswas v, Oman • • . • • 

7 W. R., 148 


1642 

Nobo Coomar Bose. In the matter of . • * ^ 

12 B. L. R.,457, note 
R., 431. 

i7W.\ 

3 

2721 

Nobo Coomar Cbnckerbntty v, Koylasbchnnder Barooee . 

17 W. R., 618 . 


3182. 6709 

Nobo Coomar Doss v. Gobind Cbnnder Boy 

9 C. L. R., 3(15 . 


1748, 4496 

. ■ — v. Kewata Mng .... 

10 B. L. R., 358 . 


289, 12U8 

Nobo Coomar Gbose v, Kishen Cbnnder Banerjee 

W. R., 1864. Act X. 112 

1636 

Nobocoomar Mookhopadhya v. Sirn Mullick • 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 94 


3346 

Nobodeep Chandra Sbaw. In the matter of the peti- ^ 
tion of. ) 

1 B. L. R , 0. C., 47 

• • 

4801 

Nobodeep Cbnnder Cbowdhry v. Brojendro Lall Boy ^ 

1. L. K., 7 Calc., 406 : 
R., 117. 

9C.L.^ 

) 

2965, 4970 

Nobodeep Cbnnder Shaba v, Sonaram Dass . | 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 692 : 
R., 369. 

3C. L.l 

1639 

Nobodeep Cbnnder Shaw. In the matter of 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 68 


2661 

Nobodeep Cbnnder Sircar v, Lalla Seeb Loll . [ 

Marsh., 325 


8 

Nobodeep Cbnnder Sirkar. In the matter of the peti- ^ 
tion of. j 

IIW. B.,Cr.,2 . 

• • 

1963 

Nobodip Cbnnder Biswas. In the matter of the peti- ) 
tion of. ) 

I. L. B., 8 Calc., 868 

• . 

665 

Nobodoorga. In the matter of the petition of • 

7 C. L. B., 387 . 


4665 

Nobo Doorga Dossee v. Foyzbnx Cbowdhry . ^ 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 200 : 
B., 40. 

24 W.^ 
) 

4966 

Nobo Gopal Boy v, Amrit Moyee Dossee 

24 W. R., 428 . 


2411 

Nobo Gopal Sircar v. Srinatb Bundopadbya . ^ 

1. L. R., 8 Calc., 877 : 
L. R., 37. 

ii c.j 

6324 

Nobo Kantb Dey v, Borodakantb Boy 

1 W, R., 100 

• [ 

649, 1390 
6874 

Nobo Kisben Bose v, Mazamooddeen Ahmed Cbowdhry 

19 W. R., 338 . 


1626 

Nobo Kisbore Cbnckerbntty. In the matter of . 

7 C. L. R., 291 . 


4361, 4492 

Nobokisbore Dass Protap Cbnnder Banerjea « 

1 C. L. B., 634 . 

^ 

1641 

Nobokisbore Dey v, Bamkisben «... 

9 W. R., 131 

• 

1424,4173 




TABLE OF CASES IK THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pago. 


NobokiBbore Sarma Roy v, Harioath Sarma Roy • 

Kobo Kissen Singh v, Eaminee Dassee 

Kobo Kisto Koondoo v. Mahomed Sheikh • • | 

Kobo Kristo Bhunj v, Rajbullub Bhunj • • 

Nobokristo Mojoomdar v, Tara Monee • • . 

Kobo Kristo Mookerjee v, Parbutty Chnrn Bhuttacharjee 
Nobokristo Mukerjee «. Secretary of State for India 
Nobokristo Sircar v. Kalachand Doss .... 
Kobo Lai Eban v, Adheeranee Narain Eoonwaree 

Nocoor Chunder Bose v. Kally Coomar Ghose 

Nocoordass Mullick v. Jewraj Baboo . . * • 

Nocury Lall Chuckerbutty v, Bindabun Chunder 
Chuckerbutty. j 

Noferdoss Roy v. Modhu Soondari Burmonia 

Nogender Chunder Ghose v. Mahomed Esof 

V. Mahomed Eusuff . • 

Nogender Chundro Ghose v, Dossee .... 

Noggendro Chundro Mittro v, Eishen Soondory Dassee 
Nohur V. Jader H ossein ...... 

Noimollah Pramanick v, Grish Narain Moonshee 
Nojabut Ali Chowdhry v. Moha Busseeroollah Chowdhry 
Nolita Mohan Ro}*^ Chowdhry v, Dinonath Mookerjee . 
Nolitmohun Doss. In the matter of ... 

Nomaz Mollah v. Lall Mobun Tagadgeer • . • 

Nomullu Akond. In the matter of • • • 

Nona V, Dfaoomun Dass 

Nonidh Singh v. Sohun Eooer ..... 
Nonkoo Ram v, Woojogur Roy ..... 
Nonoo Singh Monda v, Anand Singh Monda 
Noor Ahm^. In the matter of .... 

- - V, Lulta Pershad . • . , • 

Nooral Hossein v. Ram Coomar Sahee 

Noor Ali V. Imteazoodeen Khan .... 

Noor Ali Chowdhuri v, Koni Mean .... 

Noor Ali Mian Khondkar v, Asbanullah 

Noor Ally v, Lalla Sooklall Sing , . • • 

Noor Bibee v, Naivas Khan . • • . 

- o. Rumzan 

Noor Buksh v. Mean Jan 

Noor Buz Kazi v» Empress .... 

Noor Jehan Begum v. Mashitty Ehanum . 

Noor Mahomed. In the matter of the petition of 

V, Nilrutun Bagchee . • . 

■ ■ ' V. Zuhoor Ally .... 

Noor Mahomed Mundul v, Hurriprosonno Roy • 
Noor-ool- Hossein v, Mooneeram 
Noorul Hossein v, Omatool Fatima . 

Noorul Hossein alias Waheed Jan v, Fabre-Tonnerre 
Noorun v, Ehoda Buksh 


I. L. E., 10 Calc., 1102 . , 

B. L. R, Sup. VoL, 349 : 2 W. -jl 

2490 

R., Mis., 36: Bourke, A. ( 
0. C., 38. ) 

S150 

10B.L. R, Ap., 30: 19 W. 
R., 202. 

579 

3 W. R., 134 

3330 

12 W. R., 320 . 

1625,4149 

13 W. R., 23 

1454 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 632 

495 

12 W. E., 470 . 

322 

6 W. R., 191 

4206 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 328 

3133, 3235 
3306 

12 B. L. R., 263 

2993 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 708 . 

1166 

I. L. R.,6Calc.,732 : 6C.L.> 
R.,661. ) 

2489 

lOB.L. R.,406:18W. B.,113 

38 

12 Moore’s I. A., 107 . 

4633 

8 W. B., P. C., 17 

2516, 6360 

19 W. R., 133 .. . 

1411,2112 

2 N. W., 195 .. . 

4439 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 674 . 

6791 

11 B.L. R.,42:20W.R., 6 . 

815, 5448 

13 B. L. R., 427, note . 

5130 

11 B. L. R., Ap., 33 . 

2664 

15W. R.,279 . 

1356 

IIC.L. R., 416 . 

502 

6N.W.,30 

3180 

4 N. W., 135 .. . 

5469 

6 W. R., Act X, 68 

6280 

1. L. R., 12 Calc., 291 . 

4875 

17 W. R., 338 . 

4443 

2 N. W., 189 .. . 

3749 

26 W. R., 326 . 

6479 

3 Agra, Rev., 2 . . . 

2976 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 13 . 

671 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 608 . 

1638 

W. R., 1864, 347 . 

318 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 221 . 

3645 

24 W. R., 198 . 

5835, 5837 
5851 

6 W. R., Act X, 60 

I. L. R., 6Calc„279 : 7C. L. 

2889 

1023,4267 

R., 385. 

8 C. L. R., 7 . 

419 

25 W. R., Cr., 31 . 

1535 

18 W. R., Cr., 2 . 

4733 

11 W. R., 34 

• 2773 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 76 

1667 

4 N. W., 103 

3730 

25 W. B., 34 

5470 

24 W. R., Cr., 26 . 

15,5289 

1 Agra, 60 . . 

1500,4915 



5600 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Column 

Kune of Case. Volume and Page. of 

Digest. 


Norender Narain Singh v, Dwarkalal Mundur 

Noronarain Hoy v, Neemaeechand Neogy . 

Norrotom Sikdar v, Juggernath Shaw 

Northern Assam Tea Company. In the matter of 

Noshai Mistri v. Empress .... 

Nosheeram Roy v, Shiishee Bhooshun Roy . 

Noubat Rai o. Bajrangi Lai . 

Notijan V, Queen 

Noushabah SooUan Begum v, Nubeerah Sooltan Begin 

Nonsha Begum v. Umrao Begum 

Nowab Begum w. Rustum Khan 

Nowab Khan v. Rughoonath Doss 

Nowab Singh v, Kokil Singh .... 

Nowa Koowar v. Abdool Ruheem . . . 

Nowaraja Chowdhry v. Ram Kanaye Doss . 

Nowa Tewaree. In re . 

Nowbat Roy v. Lala Kedar Nath . 

Nowbut Rai v. Bhagmanee .... 

Nowhut Ram v. Durbaree Singh . . . 

Nowbut Singh v, Chutter Dharee Singh . . 

— — V, Lad Kooer .... 

Nowcouree Chunder Surmah v, Birmomoyee Dabea 
Nowcowree Mundul v. Mookta Bibee . 

Nowindh Singh v, Sohun Kooer . • 

Nowlakhu Kunwari. In re . 

Nowla Ooma v. Bala Dhurmaji 
Nowlas Koonwer v, Shiva Suhai 
Nowlaso Kooeree v. Lalljee Modi 
Nowrjee Nnsserwanjee v, Johannes . 

Nowrutton Koer v, Gouree Dutt Singh 

Noyna Misser v, Rupikun .... 

Noznmnddy o. Hasmi Khan .... 

Nnhbee Bnksh v, Hingon 

Nnhbi Bnksh v, Chasni ..... 

Nnbee Bnksh. In the matter of . . . 

. — , , „ , , ■■ t,. f{am Suhai .... 

Nubee Buksh alias Golam Nubee v. Kaloo Lushker 
Nubeen Chunder Bulluh v, Bhoobun Chunder Mundul 

Nnbeen Chunder Paul v, Stephenson . 

Nnho Coomar Chatterjee v, Ramdhun Chatteijee . 
Nnbo Coomar Ghose v, Oozir Shikdar 
Nnbo Doorga v, Seetamonee .... 

Nnbo Doorga Dossia o. Dwarka Nath Roy . • 

Nnbo Kant Roy Chowdhry v. Mahatab Bibee 
Nnbo Kishen Mookeijee. In the matter of 

— v, Debnath Roy Chowdhry 

V, Hurish Chunder Banerjee 

V, Kalachand Mookeijee 


L L. B., 3 Calc., 397:1 C.L. 

4009 

E., 369 : L. E., 6 1. A., 18. 

6 W. E., 303 

3696 

Boiirke, 0. C., 371 

5265 

3 B. L. E., A. Cr., 39: 12 W. 
E., Cr., 29. 

492 

I. L. E.,6Calo., 968:6C. L. 
E., 353. 

1012 

6 W. B., 169 

3160 

6 N. W., 412 

161 

7 Mad., 376 

5561 

3 Agra, 44 . , 

4387 

7 N. W., 60 

3656. 6010 

2 Agra, 149 

4334 

20 W. B., 474 

6764 

24 W. E., Cr., 70 

1306 

W. E., 1864, 374 . 

3949 

7 W. E., 330 

3131 

6 W. E., Cr., 80 . 

1255 

I. L. E., 13 Calc., 219 . 

79 

2 Agra, 5 . . 

2205 

2 Agra, 145 

1678, 2387 
3364 

19 W. E., 223 . 

5764 

6 N. W., 102 

2438, 6805 
6111 

3 W. E., 169 

3770 

2 W. E., 181 

6780 

3 N. W., 12 

4160 

8 B. L. E., 389, note . 

2446 

I. L. E., 2 Bom.. 91 

5716 

1 Agra, Eer., 65 . 

1605 

2 W. E., 202 

2373 

1 Hyde, 293 

6880 

6 W. E., 193 

2154 

I. L. E., 9 Calc., 609 : 12 C. 
L. B., 300. 

64, 3024 

21 W. E., Cr., 54 . 

2926 

8 W. E., 412 

1103 

I. L. E., 6 Calc., 168 : 7 C. 
L. E., 282. 

229 

7 W. E.,481 

4432 

1 Agra, Eev., 57 . . 

1645 

22 W. E., 4 

3728 

16 W. E., 626 . 

5282 

313,4246 

16 W. E., 634 . 

4246, 4283 


4403 

16 W. E., 266 . 

6173 

23 W. E., 238 . 

4171 

23 W. E., 407 . 

5242 

24 W. E., 301 . 

3067 

20 W. E., 164 . 

3635 

11 W. B., 188 . 

3467 

22 W. B., 194 . 

847, 1911 

7 W. E., 142 

564 

16W.E.,438 . 

1600,2978 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST, 


6601 


Nam« of Case. 


Volume and Page, 


Nubo Kishen Mookerjee v, Sreeram Roy • 

Nubo Kiaben Roy v. Gobind Chunder Sein . • 

Nubo Kishore Biswas v, Jadub Chunder Sircar • 

Nubo Kishore Bose o. Fandul Sircar . • • « 

Nubo Kishore Doss v. Joy Doorga Doasee . 

Nubo Kishore Mojooradar v, Anund Mohun Mojoom* ' 
dar. 

Nubo Kishore Muudul v. Fukeor Paratnauick 
Nubokisto Mookerjee «. Ramessur Goopto . 

Nubo Kriato Mojoomdar v. Tara Monee . . • 

Nubo Kristo Mookerjee v. Nadiar Chund Hattee • 

Nubo Lall Khan v. Maharanee of Burdwan 

Nubo Tarinee Dossee o. Gray 

Nubudeep Chunder Sircar v. Lalla Sheeb Loll . • 

Nubungo Moonjuree Dabea Goluckmonee Dabea 

Nudar Chand Bhooya o. Reedoy Mundul . . > 

Nuddea Kishore Doss v, Bungshee Mohun Doss . 
Nuddear Chand Poddar v. Modhoosooduu Dey Poddar . 

Nuddear Chand Sein v. Kishoree Lall Chuckerbutty 

Nuddyabashee Doss v. Reza Chowdhry 
Nuddyar Chand Shaha v, Gobind Chunder Guha , 

; — Meajan . , . . 

Nudiar Chand Shaha t>. Praunath Shaha 

Nudyar Chand Chuckerbutty v. Roop Doss Banerjee . 

Nuffar Ali Biswas v. Raineshar Bhonick 

NufFar Chunder Shaha v. Gossain Jysingh Bharuttee . 

Nuffer Chunder Banerjee v. Guddadhur Mundle . 

Nuffer Chunder Bhutto o. Jotendro Mohun Tagore 
Nuffer Chunder Paul v, Nuduroonissa Beebee • 

Nuffer Chunder Paul Chowdry v, Poulson . • ^ 

1 — — V. Soorendronath Roy • 

Nuffer Chunder Shah v. Giinga Dutt Bhavutty • 

Nuffer My tee v. Monohur Sirdar .... 
Nuffur Chunder Chunder u, Khoodeeram Poramanick . 
Nuffur Merdha v. lUm Lall Adhicary 
Nnfisa Banoo v. Mahomed Sufdar • , . . 

Nufur Chunder Paul Chowdhry v. Luckheemonee Dabee 
Nufnsa v. Mahomed Akbar Gazee .... 
Nugender Chunder Ghose v, Dossee .... 

— Kami nee Dossee 

Comul Mundul 

Nugendro Chunder Ghose v. Musruff Bibee . . 

Nugendur Narain v, Rugboonath Narain Dey 

Nugiir Mull w. Azeemollah 
Nujeeboonissav. Zumeerun 
Nnjeemooddeen Ahmed v, Hosseinee . 

Nujeeni Mullick v. Erfan Mollah 
Nujmooddeen Ahmed v, Abdool Azeez 
■ ^ V. Zuhoorun 
Nujmooddeen Hossein v, Lloyd . 

Nujuf Ali V, Patterson • . . 


16 W. R., 256 . 

6 W. R.. 317 

20 W. R., 426 . 

8 W. R., 312 

22 W. R., 189 . 

17 W. R., 19 

17 W. R., 658 . 

18 W. R., 412, note . 

12 W. R., 320 . 

12 W. R., 374 . 

9 W. R., 590 

11 W. R., 7 

Marsh., 325 
Marsh., 45: 1 Hay, 76 
11 B. L. R., 424, note; 17 
W. R., 458. 

17W. R.,210 . 

7 W. R., 163 

7 W. R., 463 

16 W. R., 337 . 

1. L. R.. 10 Calc., 1092 
I. L. R., 10 Calc., 820 . 

21 W. R., 8 

22 W. R., 476 . 

3 C. L. K., 28 

3 W. K., Act X, 144 . 

3 W. K., 122 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 605;8C.L. 
R., 663. 


3000 

6983 

6130, 6141 
1696 
6199 

U73, 1927 
2707 
1660 
568 

1626, 4149 
767 
6621 

4923, 4925 
4937 
525 
3984 

6130 

6468, 6477 
3036 

4590, 4792 
4821 
1896 

1473, 1867 
3019 

1358, 4858 
4004 
3840 

1592, 1697 
5361 


. 

9W. R., 387 

1198, 1881 


12 B. L. R., 63: 19 W. R., 

1 

175. 

4997 


14 W. R., 410 . 

5980 


UW. R., 190 . 

l<>a8 


13 W. R., 334 . 

641 


24W. U., 434 . 

6808 


15 W. R., 308 . 

3661 

bee 

24W.R.. 336 . 

1403 

9 W. R., 300 .. . 

6018 


2W. R.,74 

4212 


8 W. R., P. C., 17 

2516, 5360 


11 Moore’s I, A., 241 . 

2516, 6360 


3W. R.,213 

4966 


15 W. R., 17 

2883, 6331 

• 

W.R., 1864,20 . 

1341, 1342 
2318, 5020 


1 N. W., 146 : Ed. 1873, 228 

1812 


IIW. R., 426 , 

3633 


4W. R., 110 

3649 


22 W. R.. 298 . 

849 


15 W. R., 95 

6482 


10 W. 11., 45 

333. 3633 


15 W. R., 232 . 

3395 


2 N. W., 103 

6263 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Caee. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Nujuf All V. Patterson 

NnWna v, Ramasami « . • • . 

Nukchad Sinp;li v, Hunootnan Dntt Sbgli . • 

Kullit Bis^^as v. Prosunno Mojee Dosaee . 

Nnllit Chiinder Goboo v. Bagola Soondaree Dossee 

Number t;. Ambu . ^ 

Nund Goomar Bannerjee v. Barry 

Nund Coomar Foutehdar v, Bunso Gopal Sahoy • 

Nund Coomar Lall v, Razeeooddeen Hossein 

Nund Coomar Singb v. Gunga Fershad 

- V. Gunga Perabad Narain Singh 

Nund Doolal Sircar v. Dwarkanatb Biswas . 

Nund Duntpat v. Tara Chund Prithee baree . 

Nundeeput Mabatah v, Urquhart • • • 

Nundeeput Mohatoon v. Stewart • . • 

Nundeeram Singh v, Indercbund Dogare 

Nunde Lall v. Tayler 

Nund Kisbore v, Nutboo Ram • « . • 

Nund Kisbore Doss v. Maharaja of Burdwan 

Nund Kisbore Lai v. Kureem Bukab Khan . 

Nund Kisbore Lall if, Mohun Lall 

■ V. Sbeo Dyal Oopadbya • 

Nund Kisbore Singh v, Huree Persbad Mundul . 

■ — V, Isined Kooer . 

- — ' V, Ram Kisbore Singh Deb . 

Nund Koomar Lall v. Sbumboo Singb 

Nund Lall v. Baluk 

■■ V. Kullianabuttee • • • • 

Nund Lall Bose v, Aboo Mahomed 
V, Abu Syed 

Nund Lall Doss v, Delawur Ali . • • 

Nund Lall Roy v. Gooroo Chum Bose 
Nund Lall Sootrodbor v, Bbagi rutty Sootran 
Nund Mohun Chowdhry v. Goluck Nath Neogee . 

■ ' ' V, Manikarnika Chowdbrain 

Nund Mohun Cbuttoraj v. Robinee Debia . 

Nundo Coomar Bukshee v, Koonjo Kisbore Roy . 

N undo Coomar Mookeijee v. Issur Chunder Bhntta- 
chaiji. 

Nundo Gopal Roy v, Jankeeram Chnckerbutty . 
Nundo Kisbore Haidar v. Anundo Chunder Cbatterjee 

Nundo Kisbore Lall v, Ramsookbee Kooer • • 

Nundo Kisbore Singb v, Lalla Burjun Lall • 

Nundo Kumaree Peshagur v. Anund Mohun Goobo 
Nundo Lai Bose v. Corporation for the Town of Cal- ) 
outta. ) 

Nundo Lall Bbuttacharjee v. Bidboo Mookhy Debee 
Nundolall Mitterv. Prosunno Moyee Debia . • • 

Nundo Lall Mookerjee v, Chunder Kant Mookerjee • 

Nundo Persbad Thaknr v, Gopal Tbakur . • 

Nund Pandah n. Gyadbur • • • • . 


2N.W„104 . . 4126 

I. L. R., 2 Mad.» 218 . 3521 

lOW. R.,69 . • 5800 

17W. R., 179 . . 2704 

21 W. R.. 249 . . 2338 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 381 962 

Marsh., 121 : 1 Hay, 260 4898 

23W. R.,342 . . 1896,1927 


10 B. L. B., 183 : 18 W. ] 
477. 


2162 

3 W. R., 207 



1146 

10 W. R., 94 



4164, 6173 

2 W. R., 9 . 



3183 

2 W. R., Act X, 13 



1760 

9 W. R., 365 



4324 

23 W. R., 20 



5612 

Cor., 89 , 



1386 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 66: 
R., 37. 

*6^ 


472 

1 Agra, 223 • 



144 

B. L. R, Sup. VoL, 947 : 
W. R., 236. 


3447 

6 W. R, Act X, 62 



1682 

22 W. R, 164 . 



5808 

11 W. R, 168 . 



4193 

13 W. R, 64 



6044, 5216 

20 W. R, 189 . 



3012 

17 W. R, 369 . 



2746 

8 W. R, 34 



3425 

2 Agra, 122 



3079, 3982 

Mar.h., 209: 1 Hay, 632 

• 

3894 

1. L. K., 6 Calc., 697 : 
C. L. R, 46. 


3362, 4888 

5 C. L. R., 45 . 



4S88 

11 W. R., 244 . 



5434 

16 W. R, 6 



6308 

10 W.R.,Cr.,31 . 



976 

11 W. R., 99 

• 


6236 

W. R., 1864, 119 

• 


4610 

22 W. R., 293 . 

m 


2027 

6 W. R., Mis., 73 

• 


5622 

12 B. L. R., Ap., 9 

• 


3469 

W. R., 1864, 316 . 

• 


8223 

23 W. R., Cr., 64. 

• 


6161 

I. L. R , 6 Calc., 216 
L. R., 361. 

: 4C.j 

3211 

15 W. R., 164 . 



1448 

24 W. R.. Cr., 68 . 



4104 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 275 



662, 691 

I. L, R.. 13 Calc., 17 



6089 

19 W. R , 333 . 



1823,2747 

I. L. R.. 11 Calc., 366 



383 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 1008 


■{ 

3712,3726 

3727 

10 W. R., 89 


• 

1743 



TABLS OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Ntme of Case. 


Volome and Page. 


Oolnma 

of 

Digest. 


Nund Bam v, Chootoo . . • - 

Nundram Djaram v. Dula Bhaee Kutparam 
Nundram Ghose v, Mannoo Bibee 
Nundtin Lall v. Lloyd 
— ■ V, Smith 

Kundun Misaer v, Ohittur Buttee 
Nundun Singh v. Koolsoom 
Nunhoo Mahtoon v. Teeloco Kooer 
Nunhoo Sahoo v, Boodhoo Jummadur 
Nun boo Shahee v, Bampersbad Narain Singh 
Nunhuk Saboo v, Juggessur Oopadbya • 

Nunkee alicts Parbuttee v, Besessurnath 
Nunkoo Lall Dhunesb Kooer . 

Nunkoo Singb v, Purm Dbun Singh 
Nura Bibi v, Jagatnarain 
Nuraddin Mahomed v, Asgar Ali 
Nut Ahmad v, Altaf.Ali . 

Nurbibi v. Hiisen Lai 
Nureem Mundle v. Boramdy Sirdar 
Nurendro Narain Roy v, Narain Singb Boy 
Nurjaban v. Marfan Mundul , 

Nurjoon Saboo v, Moojeerooddeen 
Nur Kadir v» Zuleikba Bibi 
Nurkoo Ram v. Ramjoorawun Singh 
Nur Mobammed v, Tbakoor Bibi 
Nur Mubammad v, Abubakar Ibrahim Memau 
Nuronarain Doss v. Brojo Mohun Doss 
Nuronath Das Boy v. Goda Kolita 
Nurrender Narain Singh v. Sreenarain Doss 

Nurrohurry Mohonto v. Narainee Dossee 

Nursey Kessowji. In the matter of the petition of 
Nursey Spinning and Weaving Co. In the matter of 
Nursingdas Rugbunathdas v, Tulsiram bin Doulatram 
Nursingb Cburn Sein v. Bidya Dburee Dossee • 
Nursingh Deb v. Ram Mobun Mookerjee 

V. Roy Koylasbnath 

Nursingh Doss v, Kumrooddeen .... 

— V, Moosharoo Bhandaree 

V. Narain Doss • 


Nursingh Doyal v. Hurry bur Saba 
Nursingb Gariwan v. Puttoo Ostagur • 
Nursingh Narain v. Bhuttun Lall 

Nursingh Narain Singb v, Ameernn . 

V, Rogboobur Singh 

Nursingh Narayan Singh v. Lukputty Singh 
Nur Singb Roy v. Anderson 
Nursingh Roy v, Anderson 
Nurubdessur Persbad Roy v, Jungole • 
Nur-ul-basan v. Mubammad Hasan . 
Nurunnissa v. Rousban Jan • 
Nuseeboonissa v, Danusb Ali • » 

. Nusibunnissa Bibee v. ICrad Ali . . ^ 


1 Agra, 266 

I Moore’s 1. A., 414 

10 W. B., 177 . 

22 W. B., 74 

7 W. R., 188 

21 W. B., 446 . 

W. B., 1864, 377 . 

18 W. R., 313 . 

13 W. B., 2 

21 W. R., 38 

20 W. R.. 408 . 

3 Agra, 428 

17 W. R., 497 . 

12 W. R., 366 . 

I. L. R., 8 All., 295 . 

12 0. L. R., 312 . 

1. L. R., 2 All., 68 
I. L. R., 7 Bom., 637 • 

26 W. R., 208 . 

22 W. R., 296 . 

II C. L. R., 91 . 

3W. R., 6 . 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 649 . 

9 W. R., 481 
1 B. L. R., S. N., 18 . 

8 Bom., O. C., 29 . 

W.R., 1864,70 . 

20 W. R., 342 . 

18 W. R, 262 

1 lud. Jur., O., S. 9 : W. R., 
F. B., 23 : 1 Hay, 234. 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 270 . 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 92 . 

1. L. R., 2 Bom., 668 . 

2 W. R., 276 

Marsh., 176 : 1 Hay, 379 

9 Moore’s I. A., 66 

20 W. R., 412 . 

26 W. R., 282 . 

3 N. W., 217 
26 W. R., 17 

I. L. B., 6 Calc., 897 : 6 C. 

R., 489. 

20 W. R., 420 . 

W. R., 1864, 194. 

22 W. R., 661 . 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 609 . 

I. L. B., 6 Calc., 333 . 

16 W. R., 21 

19 W. R., 126 . 

24 W. R., 49 . ; 

I. L. R., 8 All., 673 . 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 1 

3 W. B., 133 

4 C. L. B., 413 . 


2342,6102 

3123 

4787 

1163, 1179 
3799 
6837 

3127, 3128 
6779 
1689 
1172 

6399 
1709 
1923 

676, 2126 

3444,4188 

3726 

439, 6581 
5685 
6093 

1748, 1985 
6081 
3106 
3686 
6370 
3162 
425 
1137 
2347 
497 

146,6108 

2664 

937 

6693 

819 

4406, 6246 
6603 
6342 
3234 

916, 2364 

2387, 3333 
2372 

3140,3235 

384 

2132,2286 

23Q9 

337/ 

6400 
3080 
3840 

3839, 6792 
68L 
3488 
4260 
3649 
6627 



6604 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Nusrnn v. Ram Debul Singh . • . . 

Nusnin Beebee Watson & Co. 

Nusnit All V, Zeinunnissa • • • • 

Nusrut Banco v. Mahomed Sayem 
Nusrut Reza v. Umbul Kbyr Bibee 
Nusseebun Bibee v. Ashrufl' Ally 
Nnfiseerooddeen Biswas v. Ujjul Biswas 
Nusseerun v. Gouree Sunker Singh . . • 

Nuseeutoollah v. Roop Sona Bibee 
Nusserwanjee v. Pursotura Dass 
Nnsserwanjee Pestonjee v, M 3 ’noodeen Khan • 

Nusserwanji v. Gordon • • . . . 

Nussur Ali v. Hart . . 

Nussurooddeen Hossein Chowdhry v, Lall Mahomed 
Puramanick. 

Nussurut Ali v. Abdool Kaveem Chowdhry’ . 

Nussnnit Ali Chowdhry v. Mahomed Kanoo Sikdar 
Nnsur Mahomed v. Kazbai . . . < 

Nutboo V. Dan Suhai . • . . • 

r. Ghunessam Singh .... 

Nuthoo Lall v. Budree Pershad .... 

tj. - .... 

Nuthoo Lall Chowdhry v. Saadat Lall 
' r. Shoukee Lall • 

Nuthoo Singh v. Ram Buksh Singh • 

Nuttha Ram v, Sookh R<.m . « . . 

Nuzeeroodeen Ahmed o. Railway Commissioners . 
Nuzeerun v. Ameeroodeen . . ... 

Nuzmooddeen Ahmed v. Abdool Azeez 
Nuzmoodeen v. Kanye Jba .... 

Nuzur Ali V. Emdad Ali ..... 

Nuzur Banco v. Hossein Ali Khan 

Nyan v. Sher Ali ...... 

Nyan Suk Mother. In the matter of . 

Nymooddee Joardar v. Moncrieflf 

Nynakka Routhen v. Vavana Mahomed Naina Routhei 
Njna Kooer v. Doolee Chuud .... 


Oahad Bnksh v. Bindoo Bashinec Dossee . • 

Oakes o. Jackson ....... 

Obedul Hossein 7 ;. Goluck Cli under . . . . 

Obedur Reza v. Mahomed Muneer . . . • 

Obhoya Churn Dey v. Rajendro Coomar Ghoao 
Obhoya Churn Simlye v, Mohesh Chunder Doss • 

Obboy Chandra Mookcrjee. In the matter of . -j 

«?. Mohamed Sabir . | 

Obboy Chunder Bundopadhya v, Nilambur Mookei^ee . 
Obhoy Chunder Roy Chowdhry v, Pearee Mohun Gooho . 
Obhoy Chunder Sirdar v, Radba Bullubh Sen . . 





Column 

Volume and Pago. 



of 

Digest. 

17 W. R., 273 . 


. 

4788 

3 W. R., 215 

. 

• 

2792, 2916 

15 W. R., 146 

, 

• 

3732 

18 W. R., 230 . 


• 

4237 

8 W. R., 309 

, 


3707 

1 Marsh., 315 : 2 Hay, 163 


3684 

17W. R., 68 



4345 

22 W. R., 192 . 



1766 . 

7 W. R., 499 



3272 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 298 



5720 ^ 

6 Moore’s 1. A., 134 



350 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 266 


\ 

926, 2621 
4420 

6W. R., Cr.,42 . 



4238 

13 W. R., 234 . 



6781 

nW.R., 373 . 



1183 

11 W. R., 541 



308, 2928 

1 . L. R., 10 Bom., 202 



6688 

2 Agra, 279 



533 

8 W. R., 267 


, 

1756 

1 N. W., 1 . 



466, 699 

3 Agra, 286 



1106, 6841 

W. R., 1864, 271 . 



4316 

10 B. L. R., 200 : 18 W. 
468. 

n.,\ 

) 

6016 

18 W. R., 34 

• 

1449 

3 Agra, . 



1716 

Marsh., 91 : 1 Hay, 157 


1199 

24 W. R., 3 . 

, 


2515 

13 W. R., 242 . 

, 


214 

Marsh., 556 : 2 Hay, 651 


.3705 

1 W. R., 206 



4820 

W. R., 1864, 378 . 



6240 

22 W. R., Cr., 86 . 



4112 

8 B. L. R., A. Or., 49 



5572 

12 W. R., 140 . 


( 

1590, 2794 
4898 

6 Mad., 323 . 


4819, 6245 

22 W. R., 77 


• 

1928 

7 W. R., 298 



2386 

I.L. R,1 Mad., 134 



1112, 5832 

8 W. K., 443 



3271 

16 W. R., 88 



3679 

22 W. R., 406 . 



4463 

23 W. R., 22 



1433 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 78 : 
L. R., 410. 

13 

‘’■1 

4487 

I. L. R., 30 Calc., 78: 
L. R., 410. 

13 

o.j 

4487 

W.R., 1864,73 . 

• 

• 

6319 

13 W. R., P. B.. 76 

• 


2373, 4321 

1 C. L. R,, 649 . 

• 

• 

1659 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6605 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Obhoy Chnm Chowdhry v. Collector of Dacca 

Obhoy Churn Coondoo v. Oolam Ali alias Nocowry Meab ^ 

Obhoy Churn Dey v. Lukhy Monee Bewa . 

V. llajendro Coomar Ghose 

Obhoy Churn Does v. Meer Saheb Ali 

Obhoy Chum Dutt v, Huro Chunder Doss Buxee 

— V. Modhoo Sooduii Chowdhry . 

* Nobin Chunder Dutt 

Obhoy Churn Ghose v, Gobind Chunder Dey 
Obhoy Churn Mohapattur v. Kanye Rawot . 

— ■ V. Shunkur Dobey • • 

Obhoy Churn Mookerjee v, Pearee Dossia • 

■ — ; V, Punchanun Bose 

Obhoy Churn Mullick «>. Woomes Chunder Paul • • 

Obhoy Churn Mustafi v. Uma Churn Mustafi 
Obhoy Churn Newgfee v. Sristidhur Bagdee • 

Obhoy Churn Nundee Bhoobun Mojoomdar . • 

Obhoy Churn Nundi v. Kritartharaoyi Doasee . 

Obhoy Churn Pal v. Kali Prosad Chatterjee • 

Obhoy Churn Roy v. Asanoollah .... 
Obhoy Churn Roy Chowdhry v. Nobin Chunder Roy ) 
Chowdhry. 3 

Obhoy Churn Sen v. Dabendro Nath Mullick • 

Obhoy Churn Sirkar v, Huri Nath Roy . . 

Obhoy Gobind Chowdhry v, Beejoy Gobind Chowdhry . 

'“■■■ V. Hury Churn Chowdhry 

V. Kenny .... 

— — V. Surnomoyee 

Obhoy kant Lahoree v. Ramsoonduree Dabee Chowdhrani 
Obilashery Debia. In the matter of the petition of • 

Oddit Chunder Paul v. Comolokanto Paul . . • 

Oddoyto Chunder Koondoo v, Prosunno Koomar Bhut- 1 
tacharjee. 3 

Odhesh Coomar Singh v. Ram Gobind Singh . • 

Odhiranee Narain Koomaree v, Nawab Nazim of Ben- ) 

i 

Odhoya Pershad v» Mohadeo Dutt Bhandaree • 

Odit Narain v, Maheshur Bux Singh • . • . 

Odit Narain Singh v, Dhurm Mahtoon 
Odiutzuman v. Mohiooddeen Ahmed alias Mogulian 
Odoit Roy Radha Pandey ..... 
Odoy Churn Rana v, Bhujohury Janah 

Odoytoo Chum Roy. In re 

Singh V. Ubhurun Roy. ... 

Official Assignee v, Frazer 

V. Ramalinga ..... 

Official Trustee of Bengal v, Krishna Chandra Mo- 
zumdar. j 

Oghra Singh v. Ablakh Koer . . . . { 

Ogle V, Thomas ....... 

— -y. Nashholm ....... 

Ognee Coomar Roy v. Kumolakant Roy 

Ogrukant Chowdhree v, Mohesh Chunder Sickdar . 


4W. R., 69 

I.L. R., 7 Calc., 410:9 0. L.I 
R., 361. 3 

2 C. L. R., 656 . 

16 W. R., 288 .. . 

6 W. R., 244 .. . 

13W. R„160 . 

9 W. R., 330 .. . 

10 W. R., 298 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 237 . 

1 C. L. R., 394 . 

12W. R., 600 
22W. R., 270 . 

Marsh., 664 : 2 Hay, 630 

2 Hyde, 263 

1 C. L. R., 362 . 

IW. R., 101 
12W. R.,524 . 

I. L. K., 7 Calc.. 284 . 

6 C. L. R., 260 . 

2 W. R., Act X, 81 

23 W. R., 95 . . . 

8C.L. R., 437 . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 72 : lOC.L.) 

R., 81. i 

9 W. R., 162 .. . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 277 . 

8W. R.,618 
W. R„ F. B., 163 . 

20W. R., 209 . 

9 W. R., Cr., 18 . 

Marsh., 401 : 2 Hay, 629 

2W.R., 326 
9W.R., 146 

4 W. R., 41 . . . 

17W. R.,416 . 

Agra, P. B., 52: Ed. 1874, 39 ^ 

W. R.. 1864, 263 . 

9 W. R., 241 ... 

7W. R., 72. 

11 W. R., 310 .. . 

Bourke, Itis., 3 . 

4 W. R., Act X, 1 

14 W. R.,0. C., 51 
1. L. R., 8 Mad,, 79 
I. L.R., 12 Calc., 239: L.l 
R., 12 1. A., 166. 3 

I.L. R., 4 Calc., 536,3 CA 
L R., 434. i 

2 Hyde, 279 .. . 

Bourke, O. C., 171 
11 W. R., 38 . . . 

4 C. L. R., 40 . 


4146 

4956 

1760 

3237, 3293 
3526 
5280 

2353, 3370 
5180 
4852 
838 
472 
6094 
4666 
631 
6064 

3187, 3227 

1431, 4204 
6174 


135 

4249, 4420 
5 

3192 

1136 

683 

4935 


200 

1816, 3068 
6764 
2205 
1762 
1353 
3953 
2664 
4171 

3360, 4681 
2662 


2032, 4763 
4826, 4831 
2676 
600 
6633 
4176 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST, 



Oheed Khan v. Collector of Shahabad 
Oh Ling Tee v, Awkinifee ■ • • • . 

OjheooniBsa Begum v. Busutm Ali • • • . 

Ojooderam Khan v, Nobinmoney Bossee • • • 

Ojoodhya Persad v, Bhugwanta 3 ah • • • • 

Oioodhyapershad Singh v. Bamsurn • . . • 

Okhetoonissa v, Koochil Sirdar . • • • 

Okhil Chunder Biswas. In the matter of • 

Okhorah Soot v, Bheden Barianee , • . . 

Okhoy Chunder Dutt v. Erskine .... 

Okhoy Coomar Chatter jee o. Dhiraj Mahtab Chund 
Okhoy Coomar Chuttopadhya v. Mabatapchunder Ba- 
door. ) 

Okhoy Kumar. In the matter of • . • • 

Okhoy Teli v, Modhoo Sheikh . • • • • 

Okoor Persaud Bustooree v. Fool Coomaree Dabee 

Olaga Sundaram Pillay t;. Muttien Chetty • • 

Oleo-unissa v. Buideo Narain Singh • • • • 

Olner v, Lavezzo .....•• 
Olongo Moon joree Dossee v. Gobind Nath Sen 

Olpherts v, Mahabir Pershad Singh . . . ^ 

Oma Chum Banerjee v. Collector of Hooghly . 

Oman v. Pramathanath Roy . • . • ^ 

V. Ram Gopal Mozoomdar • • • • 

Omanath Chowdhry v. Nujeeb Chowdhry . • • 

Omanath Roy Chowdhry v, Suroop Chunder Bose 
Omar v. Abd<»ol Gufluor ...... 

Omarchand Mahata v, Nuwab Nazim of Bengal • 

Omar Salmia Bibi v. Lakhi Prya Debi • • | 

Omda Bebee v. Acowrie Singh 

Omda Khanum o. Brojendro Coomar Roy Chowdhry ^ 

Omed Aii v, Nidbee Ram 

' V. Nittyanund Roy . . . • • 

Omerchand. Claim of . • . , , . 

Omer Butt Jha v. Bam .••••• 
Omer Kurim v» Lala Shewan Lall • • • • 

Omertolall Daw. In the matter of • 

Omesh Chunder M undul v. Thakoordoss Mookerjee 
Omesh Chunder Roy n. Dukhina Soondery Bebia 
Omesh Chunder Sen v. Ichanath Mozumdar 
Omirta Lall Chowdhry v, Kalee Pershad Shaba • 
Omirto Lall Bose n. Arbach Cazi • . • . 

Omirto Lall Dey ». Howell . • . . • 

Omirto Moyee Dossee v. Gooroo Doss Roy • 

Omoola Koowur v. Gohun Patuck . • • . 

' ». Sohun Patuck .... 

Omra Nushyo v, Gugun Sootur .... 
Omrao Begum. In the matter of the petition of • 

" ». Commissioners unaer Act XVII of 1873 

V. Government of India • . 


9 W, R., 602 
lOW.R., 86 

W. R., 1864, 219 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 396 . 
Marsh., 12 • • 

6W. R., 77. 

2W.R.. 46. 

I C. L. R., 48 

10 W. R., 34 

3 W. R., Mis., 11 

22 W. R., 299 . 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 24 

7 C. L. R., 393 . 

19 W. R., Cr., 65. 

10 B. L. R., 16 : 16 W. R., 
P. C., 36 ; 14 Moore 8 1. A., 
134. 

4 Mad., 227 

7 W. B.. 161 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 878 . 

W. R., 1864, Mis.. 13 . 

II C. L. R., 494 ; L. R., 10 I. 
A., 25. 

15W. R., 626 . 

I B. L. R., S. N., 25 : 10 W. 
R., 256. 

18 W. R., 251 . 

8 Moore's I. A., 498 

10 W. R., 485 . 

9 W. R., 426 

II W. R., 229 

7 B. L. R., 617, note : 10 W. 
R., 47. 

7 W. R., 425 .. . 

12 B. L. R., 451 : 20 W. R. 
317 : 21 W. R., 352. 

22 W. R., 367 . 

24W. R., 371 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 248 . 

24 W. R., 470 . 

4 C. L. li., 291 . 

13 B. L. R., Ap., 2 

23 W. R., 346 . 

W. R., F. B., 96 . 

21 W. R., Cr., 64 
26 W. R., 179 . 

4 W. R., Act X, 47 . 

2 C. L. R., 426 . 

17 W. R., 395 . 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 36 . 

1 Hay, 29 

11 W. R.. 130 . 

13 W. R., 310 , 

24 W. R., 394 . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 704: 12 C. 
L.R.,696: L.R., 10 I. A., 
39. 


671, 8693 
128,4274 
3706,3722 
6019 
4964 
2151 
3121 

4490,4731 
2524, 4280 
6470, 6588 
2740, 5324 


1296, 5547 
4760 


3836 

4637 

4347 

3009, 4786 
6812 


758 

1079, 1091 
271H 

1091, 6157 
3806. 
896 
1739 
5690 
2667 
6223 
4203 
2925 
1845 
1642 
3137 
224 
6267 
6267 
5924 

8092, 6295 

4065, 5925 

4065, 4260 






TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


NameofCuBd. 


Volame and Page. 


Omrao Kban v, Imdad Allee Kban • • • • 

Omrao Mirza v. Jones ..*••• 

■ ' ■' V, »'■ •••••■ 

Omrao Singh v, Man Koonwer . . • • 

— Pertab 

• " V. Premnarain Singh . • 

Omrit Koomaree Dabee Luckbeenarain Cbuckerbutty 

Omrito Lall Dej. In the matter of • • 

Omrito Lall Sircar v, Hamdlmn Cbakee 

Omrit Kam v, Nonao Kam . • . • • 

Omrunissa Bibee v, Dilawar Ally Kban 

Omur Ali v, Weylayet Ali . . . . • 

Omur Sirdar v, Pertab Chunder Baneijee . • 

Omutboonnissa Puresmun Narain Siugb . • 

Onookool Chunder Mookerjee v, Burodakant Roy • 

Onoop Chunder Paul v, Ekkowree Singh 

Onooram v. Lamessor 

Onooroop Chunder Mookeijee. In the matter of the ) 

petition of. j 

- I..— . - V, Heera Monee Dossee . 

> ' V, Pertab Chunder Paul 

Onraet v, Kishen Soonduree Dossee . • • • 

*'■ ' V, Sankar Dutt Singh . . • • • 

OnuDgo Moonjuree Dossia v, Punchanun Bose • • 

Oodai o. Bhowanee Pershad • . • • • 

Oodeychand Boodaji v, Bhaskar Jagonnath • • 

Oodey Kurrun v. Chait Ram • • • • • 

Oodey Ram v, Sirajool Hussun . , . . 

Oodey Singh v, Phool Chund . . . . 

Oodeyta v, Gopal ....... 

Oodhoy Chunder Mullick o, Petamber Pyne • • 

Oodhun Misser v, Hoobdar Singh . • • • 

Oodia V, Bhopal 

Oodit Doss V, Government . • • • • 

Oodit Narain Sing v. Hudson . . . • . 

Oodit Purkash Singh v, Martindell • • • . 

Oodit Rai V, Ramgobind Singh . . . • 

Oodiut Zuman. In the matter of the petition of • 
Oodia V, Barkat ....... 

Oodoy Chand Jha v. Dhunroonee Debia . . 

Oodoychand Luskur v, N obocoomar Poramanick . 
Oodoychurn Mitter. In the matter of . • • 

Oodoyessurree v, Hurokishore Dutt 
Oodoy Monee Dabee v. Bishonath Dutt • • . 

. . • 

Oodoynarain Sircar v, Kristo Chunder Roy Chowdhry • 
Oodoy Singh v, Paluck Singh 

Oodoy Tara Chowdhrain v, Jonab Ali Chowdhry . 
Oodoy Tara Chowdhranee v. Khaja Asanoollah • 

Oodwunt Mahtoon v, Biddhi Chand Chowdry • | 

Oo^nee Chowdrain v, Keramutoollah • • 

Oojagur Boy o. Ram Khelawan Singh • • • 

Oojan Dewan v, Prannath Mundul . . • • 

Oojulmoye Dossee v, Chunder Koomar Neogee • 


1 N. W., 9 : Ed. 1874, 8 

I. L. B., 10 Calc., 699 . 

12C. L.R.. 148 . 

2 Agra, 136 

3 Agra, 143 

I 24 W. R., 264 .. . 

I 10 W. R.,F.B., 76 . 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 78 . | 

18 W. R., 603 . 

6 W. R., Cr., 90 . , . 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 3^ . 

4C. L. R.,466 . 

26W.R.,212 . 

25W. R.,2U2 . 

13W. K.,467 . 

6 W. B.. 167 .. . 

9W. R., Cr., 70 . 

6 W. R., Mis., 45 • 

11 W. R., 418 .. . 

6W. R.,Mi8.4 . 

16 W. H., 83 . . . 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 60 : 14 W. R., 26 
12W. R..72 

1 Agra, 264 

I I. L. R., 6 Bom., 371 . 

2 Agra, 125 • . . 

2 Agra, 241 • 

6 N. W., 197 .. . 

2 Agra, 234 . • 

6 W. R., Mis., 76 . 

1 N. W., Ed. 1873, 271 

3 Agra, 137 

Marsh., 269: 2 Hay, 117 . 

2 W. R., Act X, 16 . 

4 Moore’s 1. A., 444 • . 

2 Agra. Ft. II, 206 

8 W. R., 109 .. . 

18W. R.,Cr.,7 . 

3W. R., 183 
low. R., 428 . 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 411 • 

4 W. R., 107 .. . 

7 W. R., 14 . . . 

9 W. R., 465 • . 

13 W. R., 433 . 

lew. R., 271 . . ( 

17 W. R., 368 • 

22W. R.. 180 . 

13 B. L. R.,216, noteilSW.l 
B., 207. i 

17 W. B., 219 .. . 

low. R., 384 . 

8 W. R., 220 .. . 

12 W. R., P. B., 18 . 


3240 

1247 

6971. 6075 
2416 

2286, 2297 
1899 
2300 
392, 395 
2095 

1461, 6150 
3628 

2867, 2957 
4038 
3 

2233 

4957 

5134 

4112 


320, 6231 
271 
4146 
1487 
5445 
6210 
1073 
6375 
2916 
2504 
5741 
1902 
2409 
4999 
2002 
2989 
3905 
3015 

221, 6939 
4760 
80, 1416 
3498 

674, 2290 
3411 
1786 
3190 

m 

878, 2878 
3278 
2945 
1169 



6608 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Ooiul Mundul t>. Herasutoollah Mundul 
OoKerda Poonsey v. Steam-ship “ Savitri ” 


Oolagappa Chetty v, Arbuthnot 


Oolfut Hossein. In the matter of the petition of 
Oomabuttee v. Parushnath Pandey 
Oomabutty v. Pureshnath Pandey 
Ooma Churn alias Gopal Chunder Roy Mozoomdar v, 
Girish Chunder Banerjee. 

Ooma Churn Banerjee v. Rajluckhee Debia 
Ooma Churn Biswas v, Shibnath Bagchee . 

Ooma Chum Dutt v. Beckwith 

Ooma Churn Koondoo v, Bhoobun Mohun Pal 

Oomadhur Bhut v. Mahomed Luteef . 

Ooma Dutt Chowdhry v. Hunooman Chowdhry . 
Ooma Loohun Mojoomdar v. Nittye Chund Poddar 

Oomanath Roy Chowdhry v, Raghoonath Mitter . 


Oomanund Roy v. Suttiah Chunder Roy 
Ooma Soonduree Dossee v. Bipin Beharee Roy 
Oomatara Debia v. Peeiia Bibeo . • 

Oomatool Fatima v, Azhur Ali . • 

- ■ V. Ghunnoo Singh . 

Oomda Bibee v, Jonab Ali ... 


Oomed Ali v, Mehdee Hossain . 

Oomedee v, Cheda Lall 
Oomesh Chunder Shaha v, Manick Chunder 
Oommut Fatima v. Bhujo Gopal Doss 
Oomrao Begum v, Hamid Jan • 

■ V. Khooseram • 

■ V, Nawab Nazim of Bengal 

— V, Nizamoonnissa 

Oomrao Doolhaen v. Aga Meer . 


Bonick 


Oomrao Singh v, Methab Eoonwer 


> V, Sutun Lall 
• v, Shimboo Nath 

Oomur Shah v. Rumzan Ali ..... 

Oomutoonnissa Beebee v, Ooreefoonissa Beebee 

Oonkur Dass v. Heera Singh 

Oo Noung V. Moung Htoon Oo 

Oopendra Krishna Deb v. Nobin Krishna Bose 
Oomndro Mohun Moostafee v. Poorno Chunder ^ 
Bhuttachaijee. J 

Oopendronath Roy v. Kalee Churn Roy 
Oopendur Mohun Mustafee o. Tripp . . . . 

Oorhya Kooer v, Rujoo Nye Sookool . • . 

Oosman Khan v, Chowdhry Sheoraj Singh • 

Ootacamnnd Municipality v, O’Shaughnessy 
Ootshub Narain Chowdhry v. Chittra Recka Goopta 
Oottnm Singh v. Ram Sunm Lall • • • . 

Ootum V, Mullick Gholam Hossein . . . . 

Ootum Chunder Bhnttacharjee v. Obhoy Churn Misser , 
Opender Narain Mookerjee v, Gudadhur Dey 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

ot 

Digest. 

7 W. R., 160 


4849 

L L. R., 10 Bom., 408 . 

, 

6616 

14 B. L. B., 116 : 21 W. 

282. j 

2236, 2442 

368:L.R.,*1 1. A., 268,! 

3578, 6071 

13 W. R., 197 . 

3846 

15 W. R., 135 . 


143 

12 W. R., 621 . 


5231 

25 W. R., 22 


1380, 5771 

25 W. R., 19 


3000 

8 W. R., 14 


3798, 6090 

6 W. R., Act X, 3 


5072 

10 W. R., 98 


6178 

1 W. R., 229 


536 

22 W. R., 453 


4312 

14 W. R., 467 . 


2994 

Maish.,43: W. R., F. B., 

10: 

1674, 4988 

1 Hay, 75. 


5089 

9 W. R., 471 


6119 

13 W. R., 292 


2801 

2 W. R., 155 


4589 

16 W. R., 356 . 


2696 

19 W. R., 22 


327 

5 R., 132 : 1 Ind. Jur, 

S., 143. 

N. 

3632 

2N. W.,2 . 


1743 

2 Agra, 264 


6149 

8 W. R., 128 


4302 

]3W. R., 50 


1748 

3 Agra. 279 


3418 

1 N. VV., 181 : Ed. 1873, 260 

3378 

24W.R.,28 


4862 

1 Agra, 224 . 


3902 

12 W. R., 119 . 


676 

3 Agra, 103a 


1710, 2111 
2119, 6821 

1 N. W., Pt. VI, p. 77 : 
1873, 168. 

Ed.j 

1488 

2 N. W., 38 


6379 

10 W. R., 363 


5280 

4 W. R., 66 


3734 

1 Agra, 141 


3832 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 322 . 


1628, 4777 

17 W. R., 370, note 


312 

19 W. R., 85 


1782,6622 

8 W. R., 394 


4468 

6 W. R., Mis., 40 


3616 

14 W. R., 208 . 


2293 

5 N. W., 42 


2878, 3000 
4923 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 38 


3600 

17 W. R., 154 


4769, 5018 

23 W. R.. 287 


3776 

2 Hay, 359 . 


288 

W. R., F. B., 67 


2283 

25 W. R., 472 


26 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Opendar Narain Mookerjee v, Gudadhur Dey 
Opendro Nath Ghose v, Dukhiui Bewa 
Opendur Lall Koy v. Bromo Moyee • • 

Oram. In the goods of . 

Ol d V. Ord 

— w. •— 

Orde V, Skinner • . . • . 

Oriental Bank v, Baree Tea Company 

V. Brown and Co. 

V, Charriol 

- ■" V, Fleming 

V. Gobind Lall Seal 


— V. Mani Madhab Sen . . • . 

Oriental Financial Association v. Mercantile Credit'll 
and Financial Association. ) 

Oriental Finance Corporation v. Mercantile Credit and \ 
Finance Corporation. ) 

Orjoon Sahoo v. Anund Singh 

Oroon Chunder Mundul v. Romanath Rukheet 
Oseeinunnissa Khatoon v. Ameeroonnissa Khatoon 
Osrnan Singh v. Chummun Mahtoo .... 
Osseeraooddeen v, Futteh Mahomed . • . . 


Ossuff V, Shama 


Ostocho V, Haridas .... 
Otioolla V, Aseerun .... 
Oudh Beharee Singh v. Dost Mahomed 

Oudh Behari Lai v, Brajamohan Lai . 


Oudh Behari Narain Singh. In re 
Ounda V. Raheera Shere Khan . 
Outar Singh v. Ablakhee Koonwer 
Overend, Gurney, and Co. v. Steele 


Owners of the ship “Brenhilda” v, British 
Steam Navigation Company. 

Ozeer Mahomed v. Bydnath Doss Chowdhry 
Ozeeroonissa Bibec v. Ramdhun Roy . 

Ozeerun v, Heeranund Sahoo • • . 


( 

i 


25W. R..476 . 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 473 . 
low. R., 347 

12 B. L. R., Ap., 21 : 21 W. 
R., 246. 

4 B. L. R., 0. C., 63 . 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 34 

I. L. R., 3 All., 91 : 7 C. L. 

R.,296:L. R.,7 LA., 197.. 
I. L. R., 9 Calc., 880 : 13 C. ^ 
L. R., 412. > 

I. L. R., 12Calc., 266 . 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 642 . 

I. L. R , 3 Bom., 242 . 

I.L. R., 9 Calc., 604: 13 C.\ 
L., R., 142. > 

1. L. R., 10 Calc., 713 . 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 14 • 

3 Bom., 0. C., 1 • 

2 Bom., 282 : 2nd Ed., 267 . 

10 W. B., 267 . . [ 

low. R., 260 

20 W. R., 162 . 

15 W. R., 87 . . . 

7 W. R., 269 .. . 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 668 : 6 C.' 

L. R., 21. i 

I. L. R., 2 All., 869 
7W. R,194 

22 W. R., 185 .. . 

4 B. L.R., Ap., 41:13 W.^ 

R., 128. J 

1C. L. R.,143 . 

3N.W., 138 
2 Agra, 328 
1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 39 
1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 40 . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 647 • • 

6 W. R., Act X, 6 
llW.R., 17 

7 W. R., 336 • . 




Paha Khoji. In re. The petition of . . , 

Pabitra Dasi v, Damudar Jana , . . . | 

Pachaiperumal Chetti v, Savayyar Audoni Knrusu Ravvel 
Pachaoni Awasthi v, IJahi Baksh ..... 
Pachoo Raree v. Gooroo Churn Dass .... 
Padagaligum Pillai v, Shanmugham Pillai . 


9 B. L. R., Ap«, 6 • • 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 272 . 

7B. L. R., 697; 24 W. R.,1 
397, note. j 

6 Mad., 361 . ' . 

I. L. R., 4 All., 478 
16W. R,566 . 

2 Mad., 333 • , • • 


6609 


Colunin 

of 

Digest. 


26, 3S27 
1303 
2129 

1238 

6204 

1564 

2803, 6202 
4595 

2679.4629 

311.3,4288 

1078 

4626 

129 

2650 

933 

760 

1105, 1734 
4930 
3236 
827 
328 
6650 


1226 

1463 

1632 

1923,3535 

400 

1657 

4636 

4409 

6275 

276 

6231 

3731 

3377 


1563 

616,617 

318,2267 

4762 
233,2796 
6701, 6747 
1424 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


mo 


Name of Case. 

Padamani Dasi v. Ja^adamba Dasi . • 

Fadarath Singh v, Baja Ram . • • • 

Paddo Sundari Dasi. In the matter of the petition of 
Padmakar Yinayak Joshl v, Mahadev Krishna Joshi 

Padmakumari Debi Chowdhrani v. Court of Wards 
Padma Lochan v. Sirdar Khan • . • • 

Padmalochan Sen v. Lalchand Gupta • 

Padmsmani Dasi v. Jagadamba Dasi • 

Padmanabba. In re 

V, Thanakoti 

Padmavati. Ex parte • • 

— V. Doolar Singh « • 

Padu Malhari v. Bakhmai • . 

Padsha v, Tiruvembala 
Pagi Fartap Hamir v, Yarajial Mulohand 
Pahaladh Singh v. Luchmunbutty 

Pahalwan Singh v, Muhessnr Buksh Singh 


Volame and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


• V, Mnheshnr Bnksh Singh 


Eazu 


Pahlnd Singh v. Ahlud Singh . 

Fahlwan Singh v, Eisal Singh . 

Paidal Kidavu v. Parakal Imbichuni Kidavn 
Paigi V, Sheonarain .... 

Pakaktar v, Jakriram Bhakat • • • 

Pakatur v, Jakriram Bhokath • • 

Pakhandu v, Manki .... 

Pakir Baza v. Jaganadha Xarajana Bamachandra 

* * V. Zamindar of Salur . . 

Palak Dhari Bai v, Radba Prasad Singh 
Palamcottah Municipality v, Annasami • 

Palani t^. Selambara .... 

' V. Sivalinga • • • . • 

Palaniappa v. Baya • . . • 

Palaniappa Chetty v, Bayappa Ghetty . • 

Palanivellappa Kaundan v. Maunaru Naikan 
Falaniyaudi Kaundan v, Muttusami Kaundan 

Palaniyappa Chetti v, Ammugam Chetti 

Palany Andy Pillay. Ex parte 
Palavarapu Mutanna v. Chauduri Narappa . 

Palkonda Zamindar v. Secretary of State for India 
Palliagatha Ummer Kutti v, Abdul Kadar • 

Pallikunath Bamen Menon v, Mullankaji Sri Kumaran 
Nambudri. j 

Palmer v» Balgobind Doss 

V, Cohen • • 

■ V. Madhoo Persaud 

V, Secretary of State for India 

Palmer's Estate. In re 
Paltn V, Janki Prasad 

Paint Bhugut v, Monohur Bhngut • • • 

Pana Ali v, Sadik Hossein .... 
Panamchand valad Surajmal v, Bhivraj valad Dashrat 


3 L. 0. C*t 56 • 

2988 

I. L. II., 4, All., 235 

11 

I. L. R., 3 All., 304 . 

183 

I. L. K., 10 Bom., 21 . 

3854 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 302 ; L. R., 

8 I. A., 229. 

2140 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 91 

773 

IB.L. R.,S.N..26: 10 W. 
R., 283. 

4281 

6 B. L. R., 134 . 

2455, 2464 
2826, 4306 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 18 . 

1302 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 119 . 

]895 

6 Mad., 415 

4376 

7W. R.. P. C.. 41: 4 Moore’s 

I. A., 259. 

2280 

10 Bom., 435 • • 

4773, 4774 

I. L. U., 9 Mad., 479 . 

3596 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 259 . 

5666 

12 W. R., 256 . 

4254,4261 

9B. L. U., 150: 16W.R.,P. 
C., 5. 

35, 4870 

12 B. L. R., 391 : 18 W. R., 
182. 

5071 

6 N. W., 91 

5685 

I. L. R., 4 All., 55 

5032 

1 Mad., 13 . 

3763 

I. L. K., 8 All., 78 

5098 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 12 

760, 6243 

11 W. R.. 5 

760, 6243 

I. L. R., 3 All,, 506 

3852 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 268 . 

5595 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 268 . 

5595 

I. L. R., 2 AIL. 65 

268 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 100 . 

3602 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 267 . 

4805 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 6 

5338 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 326 . 

3594 

4 Mad., 119 

384, 5220 

2 Mad., 416 

2387 

2 Mad., 441 

5776 

2 Mad., 26 . . . 

477, 1812 
2215 

4 Mad., 330 . . 

3174 

2 Mad., 349 ... 

5144 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 91 . 

3166 

I. L. B., 3 Mad., 67 . 

3221 

1. L. R., 3 Mad., 31 

10 

7 W, B., 230 

3837 

1 Hyde, 123 

1060 

2 Agra, 131 

2698 

2 Agra, 194 

1376 

Cor., 68 

3167 

6 B. L. B., 119 

2665 

13 C. L. B.. 171 

177. 1234 

7 N, W., 201 

2088 

6 Bom., A. C., 38 

3530 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


mil 


Name of Case. 


Volume and 1 


Panaollah Nusliyo v. Nubodeep Chunder Shaba 
Fanappa Mudali v. Srinivasa Mudali .... 

Panaul Huq v. Kishen Mun Dabee .... 

Pancham v. Jhinguri ...... 

Panebam Singh v, Ali Ahmad . . . . ' 

Panchanada Tambiran. In the matter of the petition of 
Panchanadayyan v. Nilakandayyan .... 

Panchanan Bose v. Gurudas Roy .... 

Paiichanan Mookerjee v. Radhanath Mookerjec 

Panch Covvree Mahtoon v. Kalec Churn , 

Panchcowrie Mull v, Chumroolall 
pJtnchi Dassi «>. Ahmedulla 

Panchudas v, Shudhamayi .... 


Pandah Gazi V. Jennuddi . 

Pandaiya Telaver v. Puli Telaver 

Pandoy RishonJith Roy v. Bhyrub Singh 
Pandit Hait Ram v, Mulu 

Pandoorung Buhal Pundit v. Balkrishen Hui 
Mahajun, 

Pandu V. Devji ..... 

■ V. Surbomongola Dossee 

Pandurang v, Krishnaji Vyaiiktesh . 

Pandurang Anandrav v» Bhaskar Shadashiv 
Pandurang Anpai v. Keshavji Jadhayji 
Pandurang Govind v, Balkiisiina Hari 
Piindurang Kamti v. Venkatesh Pai . 

Pandurang Ramchandra v, Narayan . 
l^andurang Sadashiv v. Moro Vasudev 
Pandurang Sakharam v. Yedneshvvar 
Pandurungy Annachariyar v, lyathory Mudaly 
Pandya Nayak. In re . 

Panioty v. Dwavka Mohun Dass 


V. Parbutty Chowdhrain 

Pan jab Singh. In the matter of the petition of 

Pan Kooer v, Bhugwunt Kooer 

Panna Lall v, Gopirara Buzuriah 
Pannalal Seal v. Bama Sundari Dasi . 

Panye Chunder Sircar v. Hurchunder Chowdhiy , 
Papammal v, Ramaswami Chetti 
Papasastrial v. Anuntarama Sastrial . 

Parabdi Sahani v. Mahomed Hossein . 
Parabhudas Hirachand v. Dhondu 
Paradutt Lall v. Ruttun Singh . 

Paraga Kuar v, Bhagwan Din . 
ParakhGovardhanbhai Haribhait?. Raiisardns Dul 
Parakut Assen Cutty v. Edapally Chennen . 
Param v, Achal . , . 

Paramma v. Ramachandra . . , 

Param Shook Doss v, Rasheed-ood-DowIah . 


16W. R,270 

2998 

3 Mad., 86 ... 

4054 

9 C. L. R., 297 .. . 

790 

r. L. R., 4 AH.. 278 

5124 

I. L. R., 4 Air., 58 

1142 

4 Mad., 229 

1048, 1989 

I. L. U., 7 Mad., 191 . 

1430, 4391 

9 B. L. R., 187:18W.R., 317 

5135 

4 B. L. R., A. 0., 213 . 

6129 

9 W. R., 490 . . 1 

697, 2502 

4032 

I. L. R., 3 Calc , 663:2 C. L. ) 

1573 

R., 121. ) 

12 0. L. R., 444 . 

4769 

8 B. L R.,Ap.,19': 16 W. R.,) 

3742 

Cr., 72. i 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 665 : 2 C. L. ^ 

3285 

R.. 526. > 

1 Mad., 478 

2319, 2416 
2440 

7 W. R., 145 

4859 

7 N. w., no 

5388 

5 W. R., P. C., 124 : 2 Moore’s 

1666 

I. A.. CO. 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 287 . 

4532 

1 W. R., 22 

1578 

12 Pom., 65 

2279 

11 Bom., 72 

2:196, 6385 

I.L. R., CBom., 742 . 

6232 

6 Pom., A. C., 125 

4173, 4177 

I. L, R., 7 Bom., 95, note 

2384 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 300 . 

1037 

6 Bom., A. C., C8 

5.129 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 70 . 

3050 

t Mad., 443 

110 

1. L. R., 7 Mad., 436 . 

21, 2599 

4 C. L. R., 145 . 

4614 

9 W. R., 379 

1(J34, 3016 
4168 

8 W. R., 192 

1695 

1. L. R., 6 Calc., 579 . 

1287 

6 N. W., 19 : Agra, F. B., 

161 

1874, 298. 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 2 

1761 

6 B. L. R., 732 . 

48. 2202 

I. L. K., 10 Calc., 496 . 

5272 

2 Mad., 365 

5211 

I.L. R., 3Mad.,98 . 

*’864 

1 B. L. R., A. C.. 37 . 

1575, 4815 

2 Bom., 233 : 2ud £)d., 222 

4821 

5 N. W., 242 

6447 

I. L. R., 8 AU., 301 

792 

12 Bom., 51 . ' . 

1068 

2 Mad., 266 . ’ . 

3191 

1. L. R., 4 All., 389 . 

315,1172 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 302 . 

1072, 6199 

7 .Mad., 285 

396, 3559 



6612 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Param Singfh v. Lalji Mai • . . • 

Param Sukh v. Ram Dayal • , . . 

Paraii Chandra Pal v. Karunamayi Dasi 
Paran Chunder Ghose v, Chukkun Lall Roy 

Paran Kusam Narasaya Pantulu Stuart • 

Paranjpe v. Kan ad e . . • • • 

Paran Singh v, Jawahir Singh • . . . 

Parasara fihattar v. Rangaraja Bh attar 
Parasoorama Pillay v, Ramasawmy Coolla Rama-"^ 
sawmy. j 

Parasram v, Gardner 

Parasurama Cheduinhraiyan v. Kristnaiyan 
Paravartani. Ex parte ... . • *) 

- V. Ambalavana Pillai • . . i 

Parbati v. Sundar 

Parbati Charan v. Panchanand .... 

Parbati Charan Mookerjec v, Rnjkrishna Mookerjec 


V. Ramnarayan Mat) Lai | 


Parbati Charan Mukhopadhya v. Kali Nath Mukhf)-7 


padbya. 

Parbati Churn Deb v, Ain-ud-deen 

Parbatti Bhikiin 

Parbhndas Pranjivaudas v, Ramlal Bhagirath 
Parbhudas Rayaji v. Motiram Kalyandas 

Parbhu Narayan Singh. In re 

Parbuttce v, Krishan Purtab Bahadur Sahie 
Parbutti v, Alisser Chimmun Lall 
Parbutti Churn Bose. In the matter of 
Parbutti Churn Mozoomdar v, Nobjn Chunder Sen 
Parbutti Dassi v. Ram Chand Bhuttaebarjee 

Parbuttinath Roy v, Tejomoy Banerji 

Parbutty v. Girdaree Lall . 

V, Greedharee Lall 


• V. Hijggiu 


Parbutty Bewa v. Wooraatara Dabee 
Parbutty Chum Doss v. Protap Chunder Sen 

Parbutty Churn Sen v, Mondari 

Parbutty Churn Soor v, Promothonath Ghose 
Parbutty Coomar v. Sudabut Persad . 

Parbutty Dassi v, Purno Chunder Sin^h > 
Parbutty Moflessa v, Rajoo 

Parbutty Nath Roy CTiowclhry v, Mudho Paroe 

Pareechut v, Rugho Goordeo 
Parell Mill Company. In re . 

Parell Spinning and Weaving Company v. Manek 

Pareshmani Dasi v. Dinanath Das . • 


s 

Haji ■. 

• 5 


Volume and Page. 


I. L. R., 1 All., 403 
I. L. R., 8 All., 650 
7 B. L. R., 90: 15 W. R, 
20 W. R., 402 . 

2 Mad., 396 

I. L. R., 6 Boro., 148 
1. L. R., 6 All., 366 
1. L. R., 2 Mad., 202 

5 Mad., 45 . 

1. Ij. R., 1 All., 355 

5 Mad., 462 

1 Mad., 197 

I. L. R., 8 All., 1 
I. L. R.. 6 All 213 
B. L. R., Snp. Vol., 162 

6 B. L. R., 396: JO W 
164, note. 


208 


. R.,5 

. f ^ 


6 B. L. R., Ap., 73 

I. L. R.. 7 Calc., 577 : 9 0. L. 
R., 170. 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 98 . ^ 

3 Bom., 0, C., 69 . • 

I. L. R., 1 L’om., 20.3 . 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 370 : 12 W. ^ 
R., 323. j 

1 N. W., Ed. 1873, 44 

1 Agra, 82 . 

3 C. L. R., 400 . 

13 0. Lt R., 195 . 

3 C. L. R., 576 . 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 303 . I 

6 W. R., Mis., 125 

4 W. R., Mis., 15 

17 W. R., 47S . . I 

14 B. L. R., 201 . 

23 W. R., 275 . 

l.L. R., 6 Calc., .594: 5 C. I 
L. R., 613. i 

W. R., 1864, 174 

2 Hay, 315 ... 

I. L. R., 9 -Calc., 586 . 

W. R., 1804, 88 . 

I. L. R.. 3 Calc., 270 : 1 C. L. I 
R., 692. j 

2 N. W., 48 . 

I. L, R., 10 Bom., 211 , 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 483 . 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 117: 11 1 
W. R., O. C., 19, note. j 


Column 

of 

DifTCBt. 


1687, 3429 
1872 
2088 
5727 

464, 2784 
6277 
818 
3515 

2122, 2288 
5656 

3475 

5674 

4280 

2133.4305 
1889, 5704 

4203 

1577,221.3 
3290, 3291 
3438 

338, 2855 

4262. 4306 

11,2770 

4290 

923, 1065 
4389 

224 , 

4294 

1373 

4740 

871 

4471 

558, 3210 
4247 
5152 
6091 
11,2770 
4290 
3054 

1173, 5782 
579 

6254 

2358 

1841 

3397 

3232, 3411 

847 

954 

3357 

2335 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6619 


Namo of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Paresh Narain Roy v, Gaur Sunker Bhumick 

Paresh Nath Dey Nahin Chandra Dutt . • 

Paresnath Mookeijee Binadiram Sen 

Pares Nath Mukhopadhya Kistomohan Saha 

Pareyasami alias Kottai Tevar v, Saluckai Tevar alias 
Oyya Tevar. 

Pariafif Dutt Roy Fokoo Roy .... 
Parichat v, Zalim Singh .... 

Parimi Bapurazu v. Bellamkonda Chinna Venkayya 
Parkash Ojha «. Dusruth Ojha . 

Parke Pittar. In the matter of . . . 

Parke Pittar & Co. In the matter of 

Parmanaadas Yenayekrao .... 

Parmaya v. Sonde Shrimivasapa . 

Parmeshar Dat v. Hari Naik .... 

Parmeshari Proshad Narain Singh v, Mahomed Syud 

Parmeshar Rai v. Biaheshar Singh . . 

Parrakel Kondi Menon i\ Vadakentil Kunni Penna 
Parrott n. Ram Suhay Singh .... 
Parry «& Co. v, Appasami Pillai . . • 

Parshadi Lai v. Chunni Lai .... 

— V. Muhammad Zain-ul-abdin . 

■ V, Ram Dial .... 

Parshotam Ranchod v, Jagjivan Mayaram . 

Parshram v, Hiraman ..... 
Parsidh Narain Singh v. Honoman Sahai 
Parsotam Keshavdas v, Kalyau Rayji 
Parsotam Lai v, Pijai ..... 
Partab Singh v, Beni Ram • . • • 

Parthasaradi. In re • . 

Parthasaradi Ayyangar v. Chinna Krishna Ayyangar 

Parum Soohh v. Seeta Ram .... 
Parush Nath Misser v. Bundah Ali . . • 

Parushullah Mundul v. Kberoo Mundul 
Parusnath Shaha v, Brojolal Gossain • 

Parvathi v, Manjayakarantha .... 

■ V, Mannar ..... 

Parvati v. Bhiku ...... 

■ V. Kisan Sing 

Passamma Row Garu v. Toleti Venkiya 
Passmore v, Calcutta Docking Company 
Pasupati Latchmia v, Pasupati Mulhambhatlu . 
Patankar v. Devji ...... 

Patashee Dobain v, Hurdeo Narain Saboo . 

Pater v. Gordon ...... 


6 B. L. R., Ap., 15<t: 15 W. I 
R., 39. 3 

5B. L. R., Ap., 77, note : 12*) 
W, R., 93. j 

I 4 B. L. R., Ap., 25 : 13 W. *) 
R., 29. j 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 105 ; 12 W. 
R., 50. > 

8 Mad., 157 • . . 


9 W. R., 160 .. . 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 214 ; L. R.,7 
4 I. A., 159. j 

3 Mad., 238 

25 AV. R., 74 . . . 

8B. L. R., 118 . 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 144 . 

I I. L. R., 7 Bom., 19: 12 C.*) 

I L. R., 92 : L. R., 9 I. A., [ 
86. J 

1. L. R., 4 Bom., 459 . 

7 W. K., 357 .. 1 

1. L. U., 6 Calc., 608:7 C. L.) 

U., 604. 5 

I. L. 11., 1 All., 53 
2 Mad., 41 • • * 

W. B., 1864, 35 . 

I. li. U., 2 Mad., 407 . 

I. L. R., 6 All., 142 
I. L. K., 5 All., 573 
I. L. R., 2 All., 744 . 

1 Uoui., 60 . ■ • • 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 413 . 

11 0. L. R., 263 . 

I. L. R., 3 Bora., 348 . 

I. L. R., 6 All., 101 
1. L. R.. 2 All., 61 
I. L. R., 8 Mai., 14 

1. L. B., 5 Mad., 304 . | 

2 Agra, 119 . 

6 W. B., 132 .. . 

23 W. R., Ur., 4 . 

8W. R.,44 

6 Mad., 193 . . • 

I. L. B., 8 Mad., 176 . [ 

4 Bom., A. C., 25 

I. L. R., 6 Bom,, 567 . • 

5 Mad., 198 . , . 

Bourke, A. O. C., 74 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 52 . 

I. L. It., 6 Bom., 146 
24W. R., 457 

7 Mad., 82 . . . . 


2701, 6773 

336, 1400 
2325, 2394 
2518 
539 

2153, 2417 
3771 


4826 
364, 375 
1452 

1984, 4571 

2476 

3757 

4941 

1999, 3195 

2653, 3460 
3258 
1472 
4820 
4440 
2398 
1584 
5515 
819 
6861 

6033, 5262 
6269 
2895 
3378 
1223 
1378 

2082, 1 6217 

1362, 2837 
6661 

2526, 4902 

2260, 3553 
634 
2646 
1883 

• 821 
2704 
4608 



6614 


TABLE OF CASKS IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Ca e. 


Fathoo Lai v. Eadhika Doss ...» 
Pathuma v. Salimamma ..... 
Patil Hari Premji v, Hakamchand 
Patinharipat Krishnan Unni Nanibiar v, Chekur Ma- 
aakkal Nilakandan lihattathiripad. 

Pattabliiramier v. Venkatarow Naicken 

Pattakara Annamalai Goundan v. Rangasami Chetti 
Pattaravy Mudali v, Audimula Mudali 
Pattarey Sircar v. Surno Moyee 
Patterson v. Secretary of State for India • 
Patthauji.^ In re • . 

Patton V, Huree Ram ..... 

Pattu Lai V, Luchman Parshad 

Paul V, Douohoy ...... 

Paul Doss. In the matter of . 

Pauliem Valoo Chetty v. Pauliem Sooryah Cbetty 

Paul Eai v. Ram Hit Pan day .... 
Paupamma v, Chinua Reddy .... 
Paupayya v. Narasanuah ..... 
Pavaday Chetti. Ex parte .... 

Pava Nagaji v. Govind Ramji .... 
Payappa bin Sheshappa Nadni v, Dhoudo Narayan 
Dumle. 



Payn v. Administrator Goneral of Bengal • . ^ 

Payne .. Constable ....... 

Payyayinda Avidatba Periugadi Ibrayi Pudiya ) 
Madathumal Peringadi Amanatha. 3 

Peacock v. Byiuath ...... 

Peal V, Campbell ....... 

Pearce Bewah v, Nokoor Knrmokar .... 

Pearee Daye v. Hurbuns Koer ..... 

Pearee Dayee v. Hurbunsee Kooer .... 

Pearee Debea v. Boydonautli Buugh .... 

Pearee Lall v, Bukboree Ball ..... 

Pearee Lall Saboo. In tbe matter of the petition of 
Pearee Lall Shaba v. Woomesb Cbunder Mozooradar 
Pearee Mohun Bera v. Shama Churn Mytee • 
Pearee Mohun Bose v. Gobind Chunder Addy 
Pearee Mobun Bose v, Hurish Chunder Ghose 
Pearee Mohun Dntt v, Gooroodoss Dutt . , 

■ V. Eadha Madhub Mookerjee . 

Pearee Mohun Ghose v, Jardine, Skinner, & Co . 
Pearee Mohun Mitter v, Mohendro Narain Singh . 
Pearee Mohun Mookerjee v, Annund Moyee Debia 
. — -■ Brojo Mohun Bose . 


V, 


■ V, Gosto Behary Dey 

— V, Koylash Chunder Byragce . 

- - V. Madhub Chunder Ghosal . 

V, Raj Kristo Mookerjee 

1 

Pearee Mohun Poddar v. Jiigobundhoo Sen 
Pearee Mohun Roy v, Chunder Nath Roy . 




Column 

Volume and Pngc. 


of 

Digest.^ 

3 N. W., 106 


6119 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 83 . 


5069 

I. L. K., 10 Bom., 363 . 

. 

2406 

1. L. B., 4 Mad., 141 . 

7 B. L. R., 136 : 15 W. 

R.) 

4251 

P. C., 35 : 13 Moore s 
A., 560. 

‘1 

3956, 6009 

1. L. K., 6 Mad., 366 . 


795 

5 Mad. ,419 

, 

4880 

a4W. K., 185 

, 

5(i3 

I. L. R., 3 All., 669 

, 

653 

1. L. R., 5 Bom.,^02 . 

, 

3160 

3 Agra., 409 


2785 

7 N. W., 155 


3876 

6 W. R., Civ. Ref., 27 , 


1946 

10 W. R., Or., 61 


4110 

1. L. R., IMad., 262; L. 
4 I. A., 109. 

> 

2370 

1 Agra, 139 


3777 

5 Mad., 432 


5685 

1. L. R., 2 Mad., 216 . 


3866. 1913 

2 Mad., 319 


1014 

10 Bom., 382 . • 


2717 

5 Bom., A. C., 26 


1542 

T. L. R., 6 Calc., 760 : 6 C. 
R., 221. 

L.-J 

3 

6020 

1 B. L. R., 0. C., 49 . 


3113 

5 Mad., 283 


5266 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 58 . 


1038 

3C. L. R.. 515 . 


6195 

19 W. R., 308 


6696 

14W. R., 299 


266 

19 W. R., 127 . 


6266 

Marsh., 413 : 2 Hay, 537 

. 

3776 

12 W. R., 124 


2843 

7 W. R , 130 


5917 

9 W. R., 140 


2069, 3199 

19W. R., 34 


775 

10 W. K., 66 


3317, 3382 

17 W. R., 141 . 


766, 768 

20 W. R., 401 


1487 

10 W. R., 427 . 


1611 

22 W. R., 338 . 


555, 558 

23 W. R., 465 . 


3204 

9W. R,]58 


1607 

21 W. R., 36 


6175 

22 W. R., 423 . 


6175 

26W. R., 104 . 


690, 5382 

23 W. R., 68 


1603 

9 W. R., 489 


62.83 

21 W. R., 259 . 


3067 

20 W. R., 885 . 


3798, 3801 

24W. R.,418 


4467 

18W. R., 408 


4264 



.TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIOEST. 


Name of Caao, 


Volume aiul Pufjc. 


Peareemoliun Roy Chowdhry v Asaadkhan • 
Peareeinoliun Soor v. Abdool Sobhan Chowdhry 
Peareo Monoe liibee v. Madhub Sinj^h 
Pearee Monee Dossee v. Collector of Beerbhoom 

— — V, Thakoor Doss Dutt 

Peareenath Brohmo v, Juggessoree alias Rakhalee ) 
Dossee. 3 

Pearee Soonduree Dossee v. Eshan Chunder Bose 
Pearee Soonduri Debia y. Bhubo Soonduree Debia 
Peari Mohun Dutt v» Borkant Nath Dutt . 

Pearl Mohun Mookhopadhya v. Madhub Chunder Baboo 
Pearl Moliun Mukerjoe v. Audhiraj Aftab Chand . 

Pearl Mohun Mukherji v. Bariahl Masrhl 

y. Drobomoyl Dabia 

Pearson v. Madhub Chunder Ghose .... 
Pearun y. Ahmed All Khan ..... 
y. Ram Naraln Singh alias Runnoo Singh 

Peary Lall y. Bhawoot Koer . . • . | 

Pearce Lall Mozoomdar v. Komal Kishore Dassia . 

Peary Mohun Doss y. McArthur .... 

parbutty Churn Mookerjee . 

Peary Mohun Ghosaul v. Harran Chunder Gangooly 
Peary Mohun Gooho. In the matter of . . . 

Peary Mohun Mookerjee. In the matter of the peti- 


tion of. 

' — — y. Ken a Bewah 

Peary Mohun Roy y. Chundee Kanth Roy . 
Peary Mohun Sircar. In the matter of 

- y. Empress 

Pearymohun Sirkar. In the matter of 

Pedda Amani y. Zemindar of Marungapuri 


> 


Peddamuthulaty y. Tiinma Reddy 
Peddamuttu Viramani v. Appu Ran . 

IVdda Ramappa y, Bangari Se.shamma 

Pedda Siva Reddi. In re « 

Pedda Vencatapa Naidoo v. Aroovala 
Naidoo, 

Peeloo Chowdhrain y. Court of Wards 
Peera y. Shimbhoo .... 

Peer Bux y. Meahjan 

Peerbux y. Mowzah Ally . 


Roodrap 


Peer Mahomed y. Nekjan Bibeo . 

Peerun alias Kureemun Ayah v. Field 

Peetamb.ur Chatterjee y. Kaleechuru Roy . 

Feet Koonwar y. Chutter Dharee Singh 
Pegoo Jau y. Mullick Waizooddeen . 
Peitsch y. Commercial Banking Corporation 
— — — y. Eastern Bengal Indigo Company 


18 W. R., 44A . 

7W. R., 258 

15 W. R., 93 . . . 

8W. R., 30i) 

21 W. R., 443 • , 

15 W. R., 128 .. . 

IBW. R., 302 . 

23 W. R., 32 . . . 

lie. L.R., 312 . 

23W. R., 385 . 

10 C. L. R., 626 . 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 757 . 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 745 . 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 387, note . 
4W. R., Mis., 7 . 

1 N. W., Ed. 1873, 213 
W. R., F. B.,18: lind. Jur., 7 

0. S., 100. 3 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 30 • 

Marsh., 637 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 40 . 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 261 . 

11 B. L. R., 312 

24 W. R., Cr., 40 

IIW. R.,90 
Marsh., 33 : 1 Hay, 69 . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 639 . 

13.C. L. R., 80 . . . 

14B. L. R., 115:21 W. R.,-) 
358: L. R., 1 I. A.,268,V 

282. J 

2 Mad., 270 . . J 

2 Mad., 117 

I. L. R.,2 Mad., 286: 8 C: *) 
L. R., 315 : L. R., 8 I. [ 
A., 1. ; 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 238 . 

6 W. R., P.C., 13: 2 Moore’s 

1. A., 504. 

7 W. R., 219 
2 Agra, 348 

W. R., F. B., 146 
W. R., F. B., 10: 1 Ind. 
Jur., 0. S., 7 : Marsh., 26: 

1 Hay, 89. 

25 W. R., 49 

21 W. R., Cr., 66 
IIB. L. R., 137, note: 14 W. 
R.,436. 

13 W. R., 396 . 

18W. R.,464 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 363 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 278 • 


0616 


Columu 

of 

Diff'est. 


6697 

6127 

2360 

5436 

628 

1903 

3843 

1879 

3370 

580 

7 

1613 

1740 

5641 

3816 

3022 

2360 

5017 

546 

752 

5717, 6970 
4443 

4505 

6831 

3396 

6067 

6067 

2442, 3578 
6071 

50, 1577 
2942 
2313 

2327 

6638 

4458 

5621 

145, 4557 
5189 

2979 

4330 

2912 

2721 

2244 

4032, 5141 
945 
5638 



6616 


TABLE OF CASES IN TUB DIGEST, 


Name of Case, 


Pelaram Kotal v. Nund Coomar Chuttoram 
Pell V. Valetta 

Pern Kooer v. Upper Balee Sin^ • • • 

Pemraj Bhavaniram v, Narajau Shivaram Khisti 
Pendse Malse ...... 

Peninsular and Oriental Steam Navigation Co. 
Konnylall Dutt. 

Peninsular and Oriental Steam Navigation Co. 

Manikji Nasarvanji Padsha. 

Peninsular and Onental Steam Navigation Co. 

Secretary of State for India. 

Peninsular and Oriental Steam Navigation Co. v. 
Peninsular and Oriental Steam Navigation Co. 
Somaji Vishram. 

Penuballi Subharamareddi v, Bhimaraju Eamaya 
People’s Bank v, Obbard . 

Pepin V, Cbunder Seekur Mookerjee 

Perammal v. Venkataminal • 

Pereira. In the matter of . 

Pereira v, Pereira , . . 

Pergash Koer v: Mahabir Pershad Narain Singh 
Periandi v, Angappa 

Periasami v, Periasami . • 

Peria Siddon v. Doddali . 

Periya Gaundan v. Tirumala Gaundan 
Periyanayagam Pillai v, Virappa Naikan 
Periyanna Chetty v, Govinda Gounden 
Periyasami v. Seshadri Ayyangar 
Perladh Sein v, Bhoodoo Singh . 

■ " ■■■- V. Gun ness Lall Tewary 

Perladh Sen v, Runjeet Roy 
Perladh Singh Bahadoor v. Broughton 
Perlathail Subha Ran v. Mankude Narayana 
Permeshree Doss v. Raikoondun Singh 
Permessur Dutt Sahee v, Audh Sahajeo 
Permessurce Pershad Narain Singh v, Nubec Buksh 
Perrin v. Ledlio 

Perroux v, Luebmeeput Singh • 

Pershad v. Shivaram 
Pershad Doss v, Denonath Dey . 

Pershadi Lai v. Irshad Ali ^ 

Pershad Sein v. Rajendra Kishore 
Pershad Singh v, Chedee Lall • 

“ Persia.*’ In re the 
Pertab Chunder Banerjee v, Omur Sirdar 
— V, Philippe • 

Pertab Narain Singh v, Subhao Kooer 


Small 

v.\ 


V. Trilokinath Singh 


Pertab Singh v. Khoosial Singh 
Pern Bepari v. Ronno Maifarash 


Voinmo and Pnffo. 


6 W. R., Act X, 45 
6 C. L. R., 464 . 

2 N. W.. 86 
I. L. R., 6 Bom., 215 

3 Bom., A. C., 94 • 

2 Hyde, 21 

4 Bom., 0. C., 169 

Bonrke, A. 0. C., 166 : 5 Boiu„ "i 
Ap., 1. ) 

Bourke, O. C.,*309 

5 Bom., O. C., 113 

2 M.id., 21 ... 

2 Hyde, 57 • 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 811 : 6 C. L. ) 

R., 167. S 

1 Mad., 223 
1 Mad., 217 
I. L. R., 5 Mad., 118 
I. L..R., 11 Calc., 582 
I. L. R., 7 Mad., 423 
L. R., 6 I. A., 61 : 1. L. R., 

I Mad., 312. 

6 Mad., 3o7 . • 

1 Mad., 206 

7 Mad., 51 . 

5 Mad., 104 
I. L. R., 3 Mad., 11 
10 Moore’s 1. A., 78 
25 W. R., 540 
W. R., 1861, 68 

24 W. R., 275 
I. L. R., 4 Mad., 113 

3 Agra, 3 . 

5 W. R., 40 

2 W. K., Act X, 101 
15 W. R., 364 
12 W. R, 113 
2 N. W., 59 
2 Hyde, 14 . 

2 N. W., 100 
7 W R., 338 
15 W. R., 1 

6 Bom., O. C., 138 

25 W. R., 89 
2 W. R., Act X, 56 
I. L. R., 3 Calc., 626 : 1 C. L. 

R.,113:L. R.,4I. A., 228. 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 184 : L. R., 

6 1. A., 171. 

L L. R., 11 Calc., 186: L. R., 

II L A., 197. 

2 Agra, 90 . 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 164 . 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


1642 
'4523 
538, 2331 
4200, 4459 
289, 6822 

3072 

593, 1764 

3791 

601 

593 

.3341 

467 

1201, 3314 

2313 

21171 

1548 

4011, 6034 
3956 

2325, 2394 
2450 
1425 

1415, 1469 
3589 
6237 
3746 
4640 
3183 
3289 

2748, 4027 
3581 
4549 
4299 
3800 
4770 
6095 
U88 
3200 
3715 
274 

3363, 3396 
6647 
3 

2931 

2535, 4226 
4657 

2515, 4228 
6058 
2267 
417 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6617 


Name of Case. 


Peru Nayar v. Ayyaappan Nayar 
Pestanji Cursetii. In ro . • 

Pestanji Mancharji Waclia v. Matchett 

Pestanji Shapurji Kaka. In ro • • 

Pestonjee Eduljee Gurdur v. Mahomed Ali . 

Pestonjee Nesserwanjee v. Gool Mahomed Sahib 
Pestonjee Nuserwanjee v. Manotjkjce & Co. 

Pestonjee Nusserwanjeo v. Maneckjee 

V. Maneckjee & Co. 

Pestonji Bezonji v. Ahdool Rahiman • • « 

Petambar Baboo v. Nilmony Singh Deo 

Petamber Manikjee v, Motce Chund Maiiikjee • 

Petambur Dutt v, Hurrish Chunder Dutt . 

Petambur Jugi Nasaruddy .... 
Petambur Shaha v. Kuroona Moyee Dehea . 

Peter v. Duibur 

— V, Vardon ...... 

Peters v. Manuk ...... 

Petuian v. Bull ...... 

Petumbor Bhugutt v. Muthoora Dass 
Petumber Dey v. Juggunnath Roy 

Petumber Mundlc v. Cochrane . . . ■ 

Gocool Doss Soonderjee . ^ 

Petumber Shadoo Klian v. Doyarooyee Dosseo 
Phate Saheb Bibi v. Dainodar Preiuji . • • 

Pheloo Moiiee Dossia v. Gi’oesh Ohundei Bhuttacharjee . 
Phillips v. Nund Coomar Banerjee .... 
Phillolt V. Morris .....•* 

Phiran v. Bahoraii ...... 

Phoodee Bibee v. Gobind Chunder Roy 
Pliookun Pandey v, Sookkia . • . . • 

Phoolbasee Koer v. Parjun Singh • » 

Pboolbas Kooer v, Lalla Juggessur Sahoy . • 


" V, Lall Juggessur Sabi 


Phoolbas Koonwur v. Lalla Jogeshur Sahoy 

Phool Bibee v, Goor Surun Doss • . • 

Phool Chund v. Shiva Pershad .... 
Phool Chund Brojobassee. In the matter of 
Phool Chunder Lall v. Shooranee Koonwar • 

Phool Chund Lall v. Rughoobuns Suhaye . «• 

Phool Coomaree Beehee v..Ooukurpershad Boistobee 

Phoolharee v. Bishessur Pershad • . . 

Phool Koer v, Shooburun Singh . • 



Column 

Volume and Page. 

of 

Digest. 


I. L. R., 2 Mad., 282 . 

3761 

3 Bom., 0. C., 42 

408 

7 Bom., A. C., 10 . 

1033, 4280 
5828 

8 Bom., 0. C.. 37 

2073 

L L. R., 3 Calc., 541 . 

4260 

7 Mad., 369 

4594,4595 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 69 • 

362 

3 Mad., 183 

181,362 

12 Moore's 1. A., 112 : 10 W. > 

181, 361 

R., P. C., 51. j 

362 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 463 

1. L. R., 3 Calc., 793 . 

5 W. R., P. C., 53 : 1 Moore's ) 

I. A., 420. j 

15 W. R., 200 .. . 

25W. R., Cr.,4 . 

W. U., 1864, 321 

6 W. R., 92 ... 

23W. R., 62 •. 

13 B. L. R., 383 : 22 W. R., 175 

1. L. R., 6 All., 371 

1 Agra, 121 

18W. R., 130 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 11: Bourke, 

3380,4886 

6102 

1073, 1724 
4653 
2353 

4105, 6160 
3174 
1509 
1036 

1215,5900 
4335, 6017 
4695 
3445 

2627 

0. C., 339. 3 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 327 :> 
Bourke, 0. C., 240. ) 

12W. R., 17 

424, 2627 

5706 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 84 

3662 

8W. R.,515 

1815 

8 W. R., 385 

6103 

1 ind. Jur., N. S., 375 . 

6215 

7N. W,3C7 . . [ 

173. 375 
1702 

32^. E., 272 . 

6763 

10 W. K., 436 . 

2355 

12W. E., 369 . . [ 
18W.E.,48 . . ) 

1362, 2837 
5650 

2391, 4254 

4261 

902,2346 


14 W, E., 340 ) 

2445, 2515 
3160, 4264 

i 

4261 

I. L. E., 1 Calc., 226 : L. E., ) 

2392, 3159 

3 I. A., 7 : 25 W. E., 285., ) 

3160,4649 

18 W. E., 486 . 

146, 1846 

2 Agra, Mis., 4 . 

4245 

16 W. R., Cr., 35 

2599 

9W. R., 104 

1408 

9W. R.,107 

2206 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 50:7 W. 
R., 67 

3114, 3317 

3 Agra, 301 

6728 

12 W. R., 489 . 

1496 



mn 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Mame of Case. 


Phool Koer alias Kunhya Koer v, Dabeepershad 
Phool Eoomaree Bibee v, Woonkar Pershad Hus- ( 
toby. I 

Phool Koonwar v. Chardon ..... 
Phukar Singh v. Ranjit Singh ..... 

Phnlahra v. Jeolal Sing . . . . . « 

Phnl Chand v, Lachmi Chand ..... 

— V. Man Singh ..... 

■ '■ ' ' V. Miller ...... 

Phuljhari Kooer. In the matter of the petition of ^ 

Phul Koeri alias Gliina Koeri. In ro 

Phul Kuar v. Murli Dliar ..... 

„„ , ■ - Surjan Pandey . . ' . 

Phulman Rai v. Dani Kuari ..... 

Piarey Lai v. Saliga . . . ... 

Piari v. Khiali Ram ...... 

Pichandi v. Kandasami ...... 

Picharkutty Mudali v. Narnyanappa Aiyan 

Pierce v. Opendra Shetti Gan apathy .... 

Pietsch Commercial Banking Corporation 
— - V, Eastern Bengal Indigo Company 
Piffard. In tho’matter of , . . . . 

Pigou V, Mohamed Aboo Syed ..... 

V. Ram Kishen ...... 

Pigne V, Golabram . . . . . . • 

Pillans V. Peninsular and Oriental Steam-ship Com- 
paiiy. 3 

Pinsent. Ex parte ...... 

Piran v. Ram Buksh ...... 

Pirathi Singh v, Vencatraraanayyan .... 

Pirbhai Khimji v. Bombay, Baroda, and Central 
India Railway Company. 3 

Pirbhai Ravji v. Nenbai ...... 

Pirjada Nasariidin v. Venkat Prabhu 

Pirjade v. Pirjade ....... 

Pirthee Singh v. Dya Kishun . . . . ^ 

-■ ' - V. Raj Kooer . . . • ^ 

- V. Sbeo Soonduree .... 

Pirthipal Singh v, Husaini Jan . c . 
Pirthiram Chowdhry. In the matter of the petition of . 
Pirthi Singh v, Sobhan Singh ..... 
Pirtom Koormy v. Bhikaree ..... 
Pitamhar Dbari v. Sambhajirav .... 
Pitambar Sadhu Khan. In re . 

Pitamber Dey Mozoomdar v, Ishan Chnnder DuttI 
Biswas. 3 

Pitamber Girdhar. In the matter of ... 
Pitamber Narayandas v. Vamnali Shamji . 

Pitamber Panda v, Damoodur Doss . . • . 


. 

Column 

Volume nDd Vngc. 

’ of 

Diffost. 

h2W. E.,187 . 

282, 2203 

7W. R., 67:2Ind.Jur.,K.^ 
S., 60. ) 

3114 

6 W. R., Act X, 89 

6164 

1. L. R., 1 AIL, 661 . 

2195 

I. L. R., 6 AIL, 52 . [ 

2916, 2975 
6083 

I. L. R., 4 AIL, 486 . 

2162 

1. L. U., 4 AIL, 309 

2184 

I. L. R., 7 AIL, 340 

2641 

8 ILL. R.,385: 17 W. R.,^ 
102. 3 

2147 

8 B. L. R., 388, note . • 

2146 

I. L. R., 2 AIL, 527 . 

3888 

I. L. R., 4 AIL, 249 

6241 

I. L. R., 1 AIL, 452 

4545 

I. L. R., 2 AIL, 394 

3167, 6054 

I. L. R., 3 AIL, 857 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 539 . 

4887 

3222 

2 Mad., 243 . 

1095 

7 Mad., 364 . . j 

4405, 4414 
4614 

1 Ind. Jiir., N. S., 30.3 

945 

1 Ind. Jnr., N. S., 278 ‘ 

5638 

1 Hyde, 79 

1040 

3 C. L. R., 263 .. . 

5< )( >5 

2W. R., 301 

591 

IW. R,,75 . . . 

588,2211 

1 Ind., Jur., 0. S., 68 . , 

690 

I. L. R,, 8 Mad., 270 

432 

2 Agra, 346 

1656 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 419 

5787 

8 Bom., 0. C., 69 

690 

3 Bom., 0. C., 164 

9 Bom., 113 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 681 . 

5 N. W., 226 : Agra, F. B., ) 
Ed. 1874, 278. 3 

12 B. L. R., 238:20W. 

3115 

1891 

3195, 3193 
5^33 


R., 21 : L. R., I. A., Sa% C 
Vol., 203. ; 

2414, 2426 

8W. R.,26l 

2280, 2284 

I. L. R., 4 All., 361 

3642 

20 W. R., Cr., 61 

4495 

I. L. R., 4 All., 1 

82, 3856 

2 N. W., 364 

6182 

8 Bom., A. C., 185 

609 

6 B. L. R., 3^, note . 

5706 

18W.R., 169 . 

93 

I. L. B., 5 Bom., 638 • ^ 

4531. 4670 
6117 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 1 • • 

3909 

24 W. R., 129 . . 1 

5329, 6338 
5339 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST- 


Nnmt* of CABe. 


Volume and Page. 


ritamburee Chowdhrain v. Nobin Kristo Mookerjee 
Pitambur Chuckerbutty v. Bbyrubnath Paleet 

Pitambur Dey. In the matter of 
Pitambur Kurmokar v. Ramtunoo Boy 
Pitambur Misser v. Ram Suvun Sbokool 
Pitambur Mookerjee v. Hurec Narain Thakoor 
Pitambur Pyne v, Toolsee Dossee 
Pitambur Sen v. Debnath Roy Chowdhry . 

Pitambur Shaba v. Ramjoy Ghose 
Pitam Singfh v. Ujagar Singh . ^ 

Pitaye Ahung v, Girghee Koer Ajooah 

Pitchakutti Chetti v, Kamalla Nayakkan . 

V. tonnamma Natchiynr 

Pitchayya f>. Narasayya .... 

Pitchi V. Ankappa . , . . 

Pittapur Raja v. Rnchi Sitayya . 

— ■ t;. Suri>a Ran 

Pitt umber Doss v. Button Hulliib Doss 
Pitumber Doss v. Dwarkapersliad . 

Pitum Koonwar alias Munar Bibce v. Joy Kishen 7 

Doss. i 

Piziruddin v. Madhusudan Pal .Chowdhry . 

Pleaders of the High Court, Bombay. In re 
Pogha Mall ton v. Gooroo Baboo 
Pogose V. Anund Chunder Gohoo 

V. Aozan Bibee 

■■ V. Ashanoollah 

■' — V. Bank of Bengal • 

- — V. Boistub Lall . • 


V, Catchick 


V, Delhi and London Banking Co. 

' ' " ■ w. Ekram Hossein 

■ V, Fukurooddeen Mahomed Ahsan 

mooddeen Chowdhry. 

Mokoond Chunder Surma . 

■ V. Rajoo Dhopee . 

Pohkar Pershad v. Puuchum Rae • 
Poholi Mullick v. Fukeer Chunder Patnaik 
Pokhraj Singh v. Gossain Munraj Pooree 

Pole V, Gordon .... 


alias Ali- 


Poli V, Narotum Bapu 
Pollard V. Mothial .... 

Polokdhari Roy v. Radha Pershad Singh 

Polokdhari Rai v. Radha Persad Singh 

Ponambilath Parnpravan Kunhamod Haji v, Ponam- 7 
bilath Parapravan Kuttiath Haji. ^ 

Ponampilath Parapravan Kuthath Haji v, Ponampilath \ 
Parapravan Bavotti Haji. ) 

Ponaoollah v, Tumeezooddeen • . . . . 


18 W. R., 205 . 

15 W. R., 52 

17 W. R., (V.. 57 

low. R., 123 . 

25 W. R . 7 
W. R., 1864, 50 . 

7 W. R., 39 

18 W. R., 132 . 

7 W. R., 92 . 

I. L. R., 1 All., 651 

11 W. R., 365 . 

1 Mad., 153 

1 Mad., 148 
I. L. R., 7 Mad., 246 
I. L. R , 9 Mad., 102 
I. L. R.,8 Mad., 219 

1 L. R., 8 Mad., 520 
W. R.,1864, 213 . 

2 N. W., 435 

6 W. R , 101 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 75 : 
W. R., 15. 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 105 . 

14W. R,1U 

1 W. R., 81 

18 W. R., 274 . 

I. L. R., 3 Calc,, 710, note 
I. L. R., 3 Calc., 174 . 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 1: 6 
R., Mis., 104. 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 708 : S 
L. R., 278. 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 951 . 
15 W. R., 48.^ . 

25 W. R., 343 . 

25 W. R., 36 
22W. R., 511 . 

2N.W., 235 . 

22 W. It., 349 

12 W. R., 281 

2 Hyde, 289 : Cor., 
Bourke, O. C., 1. 

6 Bom., A. C., 183 
I. L. R., 4 Mad.. 234 . 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 50 : 

L. R., 342. 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 28 : L, 

8 I. A., 165. 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 169 . 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 79 . 

2 W. R., 32 . 


C 


JC.7 


83:1 


4C.1 




Column 
of ' 

Digest. 


6.308 

1135, 11.37 
1453, 5675 
4359 
1640 
3906 
4399 

4204, 4446 
3337 

4860, 5076 
993 
5822 

697, 3061 
6804 
3579 • 
1134 
961 

4661,6028 

4878 

1356 

1363 

2301, 2329 
2528 

2058 

4435 

753 

4618 

6627 

5938 

590 

3469 

186, 5038 

2585 

6106 

1922 

1750 

4926 

358 

5072 

6467 

4603 

2304 

i02 

204 

204 

3769,3761 

3538* 

379 



6620 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name ot Case. 


Ponnaipbala Mudaliyar v, Varagiiua Hama Pandia'J 
Chiunatambiar. ) 

Ponnappa Pillai v, Pappuvayyaugar .... 

y. ■ ■ '■ ■ ■■ ' ■■■ .... 

Poniiusami v. Thatha 

Ponnusami Chetti v. Krishna Aiyyar 
- v» Queen ..... 


Ponnusami Nadan v, Dorasami Ayyan 
Ponnusami Pillai v, Pachai .... 

Ponnusamy Tevar y. Collector of Madura . • 

Ponnusawmi Taver y. 

Poolin Beharee Seiu y. Neemaye Chaud 

■ ■ — y. Watson & Co. 

Poolin Behary Seiu y. Luteefoonnissa Bibee 
Poolunder Singrh y. Hampersliad . • 

Poona Churn Pal. In the matter of . 

Poona Kooer. In the matter of the petition of . 

Poonen. Ex parte ...... 

Poonheet Kooer y, Kishen Kishore Narain Singh , 
Poonit Singh y. Madho Bhot .... 

Poonoo Bibee y. Fyez Buksh .... 

Poorna Chunder Sen y. Prosunno Coomar Dass . 

Poornanund Surkhel y. lluro Soonduree Bebia 
Poornimah Chowdhrain y. Dropodee Dossee 
Poorno Chunder Banerjee y. Earn Katiaye Ghose • 
Poorno Chunder Bose y. Nobin Chunder Ghose 
Poorno Chunder Chatterjee y. Chunder Coomar Roy 
Poorno Chunder Coondoo y. Prosonno Coomar Sikdar 
Poorno Chunder Doss Cbowdhry y. Sreenatli Goopto 
Poorno Chunder Butt y. Gopal Chunder Boss 
Poorno Chunder Gangooly y. Kishen Chunder Ghose 
Poorno Chunder Ghose v, Gobind Chunder Mookerjee 
Poorno Chunder Mookerjee. In the mutter of 
Poorno Chunder Roy y. Balfour 

' y. Beharee Lall Mookerjee . 

■ ' y. Kristo Chunder Singh 

— ' ■ y, Nund Lall Ghose .. 

» y. Stalkartt 

Poorno Doss y. Oojoodhi proshad 

Poorno Pcrsad Roy v. Chunder Nath Chatterjee . 

Poorno Singh v. Hurry Churn Surmah 

Poorsuttum Chunder y. Gour Sounder Pandey 
Poorun Chand Galeecba y. Paresh Nath Singh 
Poorunmull y. Toolsee Ram .... 
Poorun Narain Butt y. Kasheessuree Dossee 
Poorun Singh y. Kasheenath Singh . 

Poosun Lall Sahoo y. Gowrunbutty . . 

Pootee Begum y. Indurjeet Kooer . 



Colunm 

Volurao and Page. 

of 

Digest. 

7 Mad., Il7 

2841 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 1 

2169, 5.393 

1. L. R., 9 Mad.. 343 . 

2186 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 273 . 

2265 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 222 . 

1541, 5890 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 69 . 

463 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 203 . 

4099, 5262 
5267 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 209 . 

1148, 5905 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 336 . 

1541 

3 Mad., 35 . . 

906, 2856 
5876 

5 Mad., 6 . ... 

2617, 4572 

7 W. R., 472 

9 W. R., 190 

1612 

138, 4148 

4401 

Marsh., 107 : I Hay, 242 

2 Agra, 147 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 447 . 

I. L. E., 1 Calc., 101 : 24 W. 

1606, 5750 
2084 
5945 

5115 

E., 376. 

I. L. K., 1 Mad., 174 . 

3598 

23 W. E., 419 . 

3364 

I. L. R.. 13 Calc., 270 . 

4358 

15 B. L. R., Ap., 5 : 23 W. 
R., 66. 

1107 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 253 : 8 C. 

4513 

L. R., 443. 

13 W. R., 208 . 

3513 

W. R., 1864, 103 . 

234J) 

24 W. R., 243 

5345 

14 W. R., 77 

5399 

24 W. K., 171 

5751 

I. L. K., 2 Calc., 123 . 

3449 

6 W. R., 173 

5.325 

17 W. R., 87 

.3290 

5W. R., 112 

1140 

22 W. R., 28 

4758 

Bouvke, 0. C., 377 

455 

9 W. R., 535 

506 

14 W. R., 473 . 

5607 

23 W. R , 171 . 

578 

7 W. R., 25 

4934 

10 W. R., 362 . 

2926, 4413 

3 W. R., Act X, 16 

2915 

1 W. R., 249 

6776 

10 B. L. R., 117: 18 W.R., 
440. 

3711 

18 W. R., 283 . 

5738 

12 W. R., 82 

5264 

3 Agra, 350 

2439 

3 W. E., 180 

2247 

6 W. E., 20 

3158 

15 B. L. E., 264 : 23 W. R., 
365. 

2164 

12 W. R., 201 . 

827 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6621 


Name of Cajsc. 


Volume and Pa^fo, 


Poran Bebee v. Ally Khan ..... 
Poran Chunder Ghose v, Gopeenath Singh . 

Poran Misra v, Harsaran Misra .... 
Poran Mundul Mollah w. Sham Chand Ghose 

Poran Sookh Chunder v. Parhutty Dossee . . | 

Poresh Narain Mondul v. Khettro Monee Dcbia . 

Poresh Narain lioy. In the matter of . . . 

V. Kassi Chunder Talukdar • 

— V. Surut Soonduree Dehee . . 

— — '■ ' V, Watson ..... 

— V, *' . . . . • 

» V. Watson & Co. .... 

Poresh Narain Roy v. .... 

Porcshnath Mukerji v» Anathnath Deb . . 

Poreshnath Mundul v, Khettromonee Debia 
Poreshnath Roy «. Bishroop Dutt .... 

V. Gopal Kristo Deb .... 

Porgash Paray v, llachim ...... 

Poromanand Khasnabish v. Khepoo Paramanick . 

Port Canning Company, In the matter of . 

• V. . • 

Port Canning Land Company. In the matter of . 

— ' V, Smith . . ^ . 

“ Portugal.” In the matter of the ship . 

. — V. . 

Postmaster of Bareilly v, Earle ..... 

Potitpabun Sen v. Chunder Caunt Mookeijce 

Potter V. Gentle ....... 

Poulson V. Chowdhry ...... 

V, Dunn ....... 

■ V, Madhusudan Pal Chowdhry . . ^ 

Powell. In the goods of . 

■' V. Wahid Khan .... . . 

Poynor Bibee v. Nujjoo Khan . . . . |^ 

Prabhacara Row v, Potannah ..... 
Prabhakarbhat v. Vishwambhar ..... 
Prabhakar Chiutaman Dikshit v, Pandurang Vinayak > 
Dikshit. j 

Prabhulanadha Pillay v, Ponnuswamy Chetty . 

Prabhuram Hazra v, Robinson . . . |^ 

Prag Chaubey v, Bhajan Chaudhri .... 

Prag Das v. Hari Kishen ...... 

Pragdutt Raoot v, Luchmun Pershad .... 

Pragi Lai v. Fateh Chaud 

V. Maxwell ...... 

Pragji Rudai-ji v. Endai^i Bhimbhai ... * 

Prahlad Maharudra v. Watt . • 

Prahlad Misser v, Udit Narain Singh . . . ) 


W. R., 1R64, Act X, 61 
8 W. R., 605 . . . . ( 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 65 
IW. R.,228 ... 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 612: IC.) 

L. R., 404. ] 

20W. R., 284 . 

16 W. R., Cr., 45 
I. L. R., 4 Calc., 661 . 

16 W. R., 100 .. . 

6 W. R., 283 .. . 

17W. R., Cr., 3 . 

23W. R.,451 
3C. L. R., 543 . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 265 . L. R.,) 

9 I. A., 147. ) 

20W. R., 284 . 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 16 . 

15W. R., 61 
7W. R., 417 
I. L. R., 10 Calc., 364 . 

6 B. L. R., 278 . 

7 H. L. R., 683 . 

16W. R.,208 . 

21 W. R., 315 :L. R., 1 L) 
A., 124. > 

5 B. L. R., 258 . 

6J5. L. R., 323 . 

3 N. W., 195 .. . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 329 . 
Bonrke, 0. C., 41 . 

2W. R., 21. 

18 W. R., 11 . . . 

B.L. R.,Sup.Vol.,101; 2W.') 

R., Act X, 21. ) 

6N. W., 64. 

1 N. W., 133 : Ed. 1873. 217 . 
I.L. R., 6 Calc., 437 : 6 C.) 

L. R., 524. ] 

T. L. R., 2 Mad., 1 
1. L. R., 8 Bom., 313 . 

12Bonji,88 

6 Mad., Ap., 1 . . . 

3 B.L. R., Ap., 49: 11 W.} 

R., 398. j 

I.L. R., 4 A II., 291 . . 

I. L. K., 1 All., 503 . 

3N. W., Ill 

I. L. R., 5 All., 207 . 

I. L. E.. 7 All., 284 . ^ 

9 Bom., 257 

10 Bom., 346 . . , 

1 B. L. K., A.C., 197: low.-) 

K., 291. > 


4394 

6237, 6239 
6161 

4274, 5778 

1431, 4.S20 
6072 
1487 
4732 
2991 
6224 
38, 4469 
460*1 
4663 
1592 


5118 

6381 

3151 

6658 

824 

926 

940 

6840, 5873 
4050, 4788 
637 

638, 2834 
657 
3219 
4452 
3337 
6450 

545, 3129 


3499, 3528 
4425,5873 


2706 

2763, 4853 
6801,6160 
‘ 3239 
2514 
36 
403 

3228,3289 
3316, 6609 
4879 

3286, 6265 



6022 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 



Prahlad Sen v. Budhu Sinjj 


• V. Dnrgaprasad Tewavi 

• V, Gopee Beboe 


■ V. 


Dajciidra Kishore Singh 


V, Run Bahadur Singh 


Praim Sookh v, Abhas Aly . . 

Pmmada Dasi v, Lakhi Narain Mitter 
Pramatan Tupen Nambudripad v. Madatil Ramen 
Pramatha Bhusana Deb llo}- v. Doorga Cliurn Bhat- ^ 


tacharji. 

Pran Bandhu Chatterjee v. Madusudan Patra 
Pran Bandhu Sirkar Sarbasundari Debi . 

Pran Ch under Roy v, Jugge.s8ur Mookeijee 
Prangour Mozooindar v. Himanta Kumari Debya 
Pran Huree Dossv. Puvbutty Churn Mojooindar 
Pranjivandas Harjivandas v. Mayaram Sauialdas 
Pranjivandas Tulsidas v, Uevkuvarbhai 
Pranjivan Dayarara v. Bai lieva . . ’ 

Pranjivan Gavan v. Jai SLankar Bhagvan • 

Pranjivan Govardhondas ih Baju 
Pran Khan. In the matter of the petition of 
Prankishen Banerjee v, Juggobnndoo Dutt . 

Pran Kishen Bhuttacharjrec v, Bukshee Cazee 
Prankishen Deb v. Lokenath Singh Mojooradar 

Prankishen Paul Chowdhry v. Mothoora Mobun Paun 
Chowdhry. ( 

Prankishen Surma v. Ramrooder Surma 
Prankishore Deb v. Kishore Chunder Chowdhry . • 

V. Mahomed Ameer • . . • 

Prankishoree v, Chundee Churn Biswas 
Pran Kishore Gossanii v. Dinobuiidhoo Chatterjee 
Prankissen Bagchee v. Monmohinee Dassee 
Prankissen Laha tK Noyanmoncy D|S8ee 
Praiikisto Banerjee v. Nuziinooddeen . . . • 

Prankisto Biswas v. Nobodip Chunder Biswas • 
Prankisto Chunder v. Baraasooi^dery Dossee 
Prankisto Chunder v. Pissonath Chunder . 

Prankrishna Banerjee v. Nadiar Chand Chatterjee ^ 

Prankrishna Chandra. In the matter of the petition of 
— V, Biswanath Chandra 

Prankrishna Dey v, Biswambhar Sein . . 

Pran Krishna Surma. In the matter of the petition of f 

Prankristo Deo v. Kalee Doas Deo .... 
Prankristo Mozoomdar v, Bhageerutee Gooptia 


2 B. L. R., P. C., Ill: 12 W.) 
K., P. C., 6 : 12 Moore’s I. f 
A., 275. ) 

2 B. L. R., P. C.. Ill ; 12 W.) 
R., P. C„ 6 : 12 Moore’s I. > 
A.. 2H6. J 

4N. W., 40. 

2 B. L. H., P. C., 111:12 W. 
R., P. C., 6 : 12 Moore’s 1. 
A., 292. 

2B. L. R., P. C., Ill: 12 
Moore’s 1. A., 289: 12 W. 
R., P. C., 6. 

2 Agra, Rev., 4 . 

I. L. K., 12 Cale., 60 . 

I Mad., 296 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 413 . 

13 B. L. R., Ap., 12 . 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 52, note 
10 W. 11., 434. 

II W. R., 417 . 

I. L. R . 12 Oala, 597 
13 W. R., 227 . 

1 Bom., 148 . 

1 Bom.. 130 
I. L. R., 6 Bom., 482 

4 Hom>^ A. C., 46 . 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 34 
17 W. R., 238 . 

7 W. R., 207 
10 W. R., 26 
10 W. R., 445 . 

1 Tnd. Jur., N. S., 73 : 


1 


5 W. 

R., P. C., 11 : 10 Moore’s 
I. A., 403. 

Marsh., 214 
16W. R.,267 
21 W. R.. 338 . 

19W. R.. 429 

9 W. R., 291 

17 W. R., 33 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 222 . 

9 W. R., 397 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 868 . 

9 W. R., P. C., 1 . 

15 W. U., Cr., 6 . 

4 B. L. R., A. C., 35, note : 10 > 
W. K., 115. j 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 80 
8 B. L. R., Ap., 101 . 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 207 : 11 7 
W. R., 81. ) 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 969: 11 C. I 
L. R., 6. j 

7W. R., 460 

20 W. R., 168 .. . I 


1080,6117 

ir30, 4172 
6283 

2752,2753 

66, 280 
1030,4455 

142, 1030 
3130 

2917 

4882 

3763 

4484 

1433 

6411 

762 

5321,5482 

1640 

2616, 4565 
2306 
1344 
605 

3552, 3913 
678, 679 
4129 
6133 
4137 

2359 

5267 

3537 

248,316 

4188 

1163 

1623 

2492 

3480 

665 

2551 

1326 

5740 

1.S26 

910 

4256, 6031 

1339, 2938 

6784 

2343 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6623 


Name of Case. 


Prankristo Roy v. Collector of Moorshedabad 

* V. Huro Cliunder Roy 

Prankumari Dasi v. Abinash Chandra Mookerjee 
Prannath Bhadoory v, Sreekant Lahoory 
Prannath Chowdhry v, Ganendro Mohun Tagore 

• — V. Kashinatb Roy Chowdhry 

■ - ■ " V, Mirnomoyee Chowdhry 

- ■■■ V, Rainrutton Roy 

— ... D. Suriiomoyee Dossee . 

Prannath Mitter v, Mothoornanth Chuckerbutty 

-v. Sumbhoo Chunder Nath 

Prannath Roy v. Troy luck on a nth Roy 
Pran Nath Roy Chowdhry v. Kasheenath Chowdhry 
o. Mohehoodeen Ahmed 

— V. Preon^th Roy Chowdhry 

V. Rookea Begum 

V. SuTJiomoyeo 

Prannath Sandyal v. Ram Coomar Sandyal . 

Prannath Shaba. In the matter of the petition of 

• V, Madhu Khulu , ‘ . 

Pran Nath Surma Jowardar v, Surut Chunder Bhutta- ] 
charjee. J 

Pranpuitee Kooer v. Lalla Futteh Bahadur Singh 
Pranshankar v. Prannath Mahanand . . . . 

Pmsanna Chandra Bose v, Prasanua Chandra Roy 

Praianna Kumar Sandyal v, Mathuranath Bauerjee 
Piasannamayi Dasi v. Kadarabini Dasi 
Prasannamayi Debi v, Chandranath Chowdhry . 

Prasidha Narayan Koor v. Man Koch • . 

Fratab Daji v. Bombay, Baroda, and Central India 
• Railway Company. 

Pratabnarayan Das v. Court of Wards • 

Pratap Chandra Binwa v, Swarnainayi • 

Pratab Chandra Burua v. ■— " " ■ 


Pratap Chandra Singh v. Moll wo, March, & Co. . 
Pratapnarayan Mookerjee v. Madhu Sudan Mookerjee 

Prataprav Gujar v. Bayaji Namaji 

Prayag Singh. In the matter of the petition of . 

V. P'uzool Hossoin 

Preeonath Chowdhiy v. Prannath Roy Chowdhry 
Pi eraabhai Hemabhui 1 ?. Brown ^ . 

Premaiumd Ghose v. Shoorendronath Roy . 

Preman uud Gossameo v. R>im Churn Deb . 

Prem ('hand Barik v. Brojonath Koondoo Chowdhry 
Premchand Bnrral v. Collector of Calcutta . 

Prem CImnd Kybutta v. Hutee Doss Kybutta 
Prem Chand Laha v, Addoito Doss . 

Premchand Peparah v, Hulaschand Peparah 


Volume and Page. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 

16 W. R., 205 . 


4343 

10 W. R., 435 . 


2617 

9 B. L. R., 210 . 


1214 

2 C. L R., 267 . 


313, 5143 

3 W. R., lOS 


3089 

W. R., 1864, 169 . 


2342 

W. R., F. B., 39 . 


1757 

4 W. R., P. C., 37 


3983 

9 Moore’s I. A., 431 


3072 

6 W. R.. Mis., 65 


1926 

7 W. R., 430 


441 

14W. R.,284 . 


3260 

2 W. R., Mis., 26 . 


179 

6 W. R., Act X, 39 


4149 

8 W. R., 398 


4949 

7 Moore’s I. A.. 323 


3983 

7 Moore’s I. A., o53 


4634 

2 C. L. R.. 33 . 


5060, 6769 

25 W. R., Or., 69 


3866, 5911 

1. L. R., 13 Calc., 96 . 


3033 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 460 : 10 C. •) 
Tj. R , 484. 1 

2286 

2 Hay, 608 

, 

1414 

1 Boui., 12 . 

, 

5262 

7 B. L, R., Ap., 35: 15 W.> 
R., 343. 

2811 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 26 : 15 
R., 487. 

W. j 

1409 

3 B. L. R., 0. C., 85 . 


2541, 2822 

2 B. L. R., S. N., 5 : 10 
R.. 361. 

w. j 

38(M 

I. Ti. R., 9 Calc., 330 : 11 C.-) 
L. R., 554. t 

6177,5183 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 25 


4703 

3B. L. R., A. C., 21: 11 

R., 343. j 

2154 

3 B. L. B., Ap., 81: 12 W.) 
R . 6. j 

3334, 3336 

4 B. L. R., P. B., 113 : 13 W. ) 
R., F. B., 16. ( 

3825, 4873 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 238 . 


4319 

8 B. L. R., 197: 16 W. 
35. 

R., ^ 

) 

5109, 5632 

I. L. R., 3 Born., 141 


1684 

1. L. IL, 9Ca]c, 103 . 


4096 

6 C. L. R., 206 . 


t 4601 

8 W. R., 100 


3535 

10 Horn ,319 


4593 

20 W. Ji., 329 . 


5191 

20 W. R . 482 . 


4867 

H) W. R., 205 


4152 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 103 . 


2949 

22 W. li., 259 . 


3403 

20 W. It , 445 . 


6280 

4 B. L. R., Ap., 23 : 12 
R., 494. 

W. j 

2419 



6624 


TABLK OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name j>f Cane. 


Prem Chund Dau v. Darimba Debia . . • . 

Premji Ludha v. Dossa Doongersey . . . , 

Premji Trikamdas v. Madbowji Munji . . 

Prem Lall Chowdhry v. Brown ..... 
Prem Lall Gossamee v. Hosseeiuoodeen 
Pvem Moyee Bewah v. Nobin Chunder Chowdbry ' . 
Prem Narain Singh v, Parasram Singh . . 

■ V. Eooder Narain Singh . ^ 

Premoo Beebee v. Dassoo Debia .... 
Prem Sahoo v, Nyamnt Ali . . . • 

Premshankar Eaghunafcbji v. Government of Bombay . 
Prem Shewuk Doss v. Ishree Persbad 

Prem Shook v. Bheekoo ..... |^ 

Prem Sook v. Pirthee Ram ..... 
Premsookh Cbnnder d. Rajkisto jVfitter 
Prem Soonduree Dossia r. Grish Chunder Bhuttacharjee 
Prem Sukh Das v, Bhupia , . . . . 

Preo Lall Gossain v. Gy an Turunginee Dossia . • 

Preo Madhub Sircar v. Bissumbhur Sircar . 

Preonath Chowdhry v. Beepin Beharee Chuckerbutty . 

■ V. Ramdhun .... 
Preonath Sircar. In the matter of the petition of 
President of the Municipal Commission, Guntur, v, Sri- 

kakulapu Padmarazu. 

Prestonijee Dhunjeebhoy v, Gregory • 

Priag Lall v. Brockman ..... 

Price V. Khilat Chandra Ghose . . • . 

Pringle v. Jafar Khan ..... 
Prithee Bullubh Pal Sree Chundum Mari Sultan v, 7 
Haradhun Shome. ) 

Prithee Ram Chowdhry v. Chidam Chundee Shaha 


Prithee Singh v. Court of Wards 


Pritim Koormee v. Edil Singh .... 
Priyanath Chowdhry v, Bepinbehari Chuckerbutty 

— V, Prasanna Chandra Roy Chow- 
dhry. 

Probhoo Doss v, Sheo Nath Roy • 

Proby t). Bell 


- — V. Proby ....*. 

Proceeds of the “ Asia.’* In re 
Prodhan Gopaul Singh ?>. Blioop Roy Ojha 
Prodhan Ram v. Jeria Kooer .... 
Prohibitory notice under Bombay Regulation XII of 
1827. In the matter of. 

Prohlad Tewar Manjec v, Debnarain Ghose 
Prokash Chunder Doss. In the matter of the petition 
of. 

Prokash Chunder Dass w. Tarachand Dass • • 

Prokash Chunder Lahory v. Poorno Chunder Roy 
Prokas Singh v. Jogeswar Singh 


1 

i: 



Column 

Yotumc and Page. 

of 

Digest. 

16W. R., 238 

2355 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., .S58 . • 

3223, 4205 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 447 

4601, 6530 

6 W. R., Act X, 92 

1591 

13 W. R., 36 . . , 

1920 

4W. R., Mis., 8 . 

6041 

L. R., 4 I. A., 101 

1080 

10 W. R., 93 , . . 

6 W. R., Act X, 89 

8 Bom., A. C., 195 

2 W. R., 303 

3 Agra, 212: Agra, F. B., { 

809 

1614 

2051, 659^ 
4209 

2811 

Ed. 1874, 149. J 

2 Agra, 222 

4438 

1 Hyde, 146 

770, 4076 

10 W. R., 194 . 

6155 

I. L. R., 2 All., 617 . 

2992 

13 W. R., 161 . 

63.39 

15 W. R., 514 

1911, 3519 

11 W. R., 120 . 

4272, 4938 

IIW. R., 104 . 

177, 1195 

13 W. B., 325 . 

672 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 124 . 

3355 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 412 . 

2069 

13 \V. R., 340 . 

1646 

5 B. L. U., Ap., 60: 13 W.-^ 
R., 401. ) 

606, 4976 

I. L. R., 5 All., 443 

1070 

22 W. E., 331 . 

912 

8 W. R., 8 . 

4152 

23 W. R., 272 . . [ 

1843, 2280 
2295 

18 W. R., 404 . 

417 

2 B, L. R., A, C., 237 : 11 W.") 
B., 120. j 

4272, 4938 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 249 . 

177,1105 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 27 

138 

20 W. R., 6 

4421 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 357 : 5 C.7 
L. R., 1. j 

1553 

6 Bom., 0. C., 64 . 

637 

9 W. R., 670 .. . 

3190 

17 W. R., 189 , 

675 

8 Bom., Cr., 23 . 

4094 

18 W. R., 247 .. . 

1354 

12 W. R., Cr., 64 

1047 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 82 : 12 C. •> 
L. R.,1. j 

4774 

21 W. R., 410 . 

3541 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 12 . 

3721, 3724 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


662$ 


Name of Case. 


Volume aud Pago. 


Promotitt) Dossoo v. Radhilca Pershad Dutt . • 

Promotho Nath Banerjee v. Jogendro Nath Roy 
Promotho Nath Ghose v. Jodoo Nath Sen . 
Promothonath Roy v. Poorno Chander Panerjee . 

V, Tripoora Soonduree Dabee . 

• V. Watson & Co. .... 

Pronnoda Dehia v. Prankisheu Singh . . . 

Prosrtd Doss Dutt ?». Ramdhone Mullick 

Prosad Doss Mullick v, Kedar Nath Mullick . 

— V, Russick Lall Mullick • ^ 

Prosonna Nath Roy Chowdry ??. AfzolonncgsaBogum ^ 

Prosonno Chunder Roy v. Land Mortgage Bank ofC 
India. (. 

Prosonno Coomar Pal Chowdry v. Koylash Chunder( 
Pal Chowdhry. ^ 

Prosonno Coomar Pal Chowdhry v. Mudden Mohan j 
Pal Chowdhry. ( 

Prosonno Narain Deb v, Romonee Dossee . • 

Prosonomoyi Devi v. Boni Madhab Rai • 

Prosuiino Chunder Banerjee v. Gonree Dass Bhutta-*) 

charjee. ) 

■ ' ' ' V. Kally Persaud Ghose . 

Prosuiino Chunder Bhuttacharjee v, Kristo Chytunno 
Pal. 

Prosuiino Chunder Roy v. Mookoond Pershad Roy 

i Sreeinanee • 

Prosun no Chunder Roy Chowdhry. In re . 

- ■ - ■ ■■ V, Gy an Chunder *) 

Bose. ) 

Prosun no Chunder Roy Chowdhry v, Nubokristo Chat- 
terjee. 

Prosuniio Coomar Chatterjee v. Empress 

^ V. Jagun Nath Baisak 

Prosuiino Coomar Dutt v, Chytunno Churn Bidya- ^ 
luukar. ) 

Prosunno Coomareo Dobca v, Rutton Bepary • ^ 

Prosunno Coomar Ghose. In the matter of the petition | 

— V. Sham Lai Gungopadhya 

— V. Tarrucknath Sircar 

Prosunno Coomar Ghuttuck v. Wooma Churn Mooker- 1 
jee. ^ > 

Prosunno Coomar Mookerjee v, Biildeo Narain Singh 

— V, Shama Churn Mooker- 

jee. y 

Prosunno Coomar Paul Chowdhry v. Radha Nath Dey ) 
Chowdhry. j 

Prosunno Coomar Paul Chowdhry v. Ramdhun Chatter- 1 
jee. 3 

Prosunno Coomar Roy v. Haran Chunder Chatteijeo 
Prosunno Coomar Roy Chowdhry v. Gooroochurn Seiu . 


14 B. L. R., 175 . 

12 C. L. R., 15 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 293 . 

11 W. K., 543 . 

10 W. R., 4fi8 . 

24 W. R., 303 . 

2 W. R., 80 

I Ind. Jur., N. S., 255 . 

1. L. R., 7 Calc., 157 : 8 C. L. 

R. 329. 3 

I. L. K., ‘7 Calc,, 157: 8 C. ) 

L. R., 329. 3 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 523: 3 C. ) 
L. R., 391. 3 

25 W. R., 453 . 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 759 : 2 
Ind. Jur., N. S., 327 : 8 W. 
R., 428. 

11 B. L. R., Ap., 31, note : 13 ) 

W. R., 390. j 

low. R., 230 . 

1. L. R., 6 All., 556 . 

7 W. R., 478 .. . 

W. R., 1864, 134 . 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 342 : 3 C. i 
L. R., 154. ] 

II W. R., 210 . . 

7 W. R., 422 

11 B. L. R., 372, note . 

13 W. R., 354 • . 

18 W. R., 434 .. . 

8C.L. R., 231 . 

10 C. L. R., 25 . . . 

25 W. R., 74 . . . 

I. L. R.. 3 Calc., 096 : 1 C, L. ^ 
R., 677. 3 

19 W. R., Cr., 66 . 

5W. R., Mis., 8 . 

10 B.L.R., 267 . 

20W. R., 274 . 

18W. R., 62 

17 W. R., 451 .. . 

7W. R.,97 

18 W. R., 8 

6 C. L R., 599 . 

3W. R., 159 


2239 

2987 

1405 

1433 

3838 

3181 

296. 1783 
3986 

497, 1132 

497,1132 


4745,4939 

5058 

645,3184 

4939 

6272 

4713 


4102, 4360 
3004 


3004, 3040 



0626 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Prosunno Cooroar Roy Cliowdhry v. Kashec Kaut*^ 
Bhuttacharjee. > 

Prosunno Coomar Shaba v. Gooroo Pershad Roy . 
Prosunno Coomar Sircar v. Ram Coomar Parooey 

Prosunno Kumari Debya v, Golab Chaud Baboo . 

Prosunno Moyee Dossee v. Bbubo Tarince Doesee 
— V, Doya Moyee Dossee . * . j 

V. Koonjo Beharee Chowdbiy . ! 

■■ ■ • — - V. Wooina Moyee Dossee . I 

Prosunnomoyi Dasi v. Kalidas Roy .... 
Prosunnonatb Dutt v. Judoouath Paul . 
Prosunnoiiath Labiree v, Tripoora Soonduree Dabee 
Prosunno Nath Roy v. Jogut Chuuder Pundit . 
Prosunno Pandey v, Gungaram .... 

Prosuno Moyee Dossee v. Soondur Coomaree Debia 
Protab Chunder Burooab v: Kaiitaeswurrce Dabee 
Protab Chunder Burrooab v, Surnomoyee . . 

Protab Chunder Chowdbry v. Brojolal Shaba . | 

Protab Chunder Dutt y. Koorbanissa Bibce * 

Protab Chunder Mukerjee v. Empress 
Protab Chunder Roy Chowdbry v, Joymonee Dabee > 
Chowdhrain. ) 

Protap Chunder Banerjee v. Krisbto Kisliore Shaba 
.Protap Chunder Borooab v. Collector of Gowalpara 

V. Surno Moyee . 

Protap Chunder Chowdbry v. Sbukbee Soondaree Dassoe 

Protap Chunder Chuckerbutty v. Panioty . , ^ 

( 

• I 


Protap Chunder Dass v. Aratboon 


V. Gour Chunder Roy 


I 


Protap Chunder Doss v. Peary Chowdhrain . ^ 

Protap Chunder Ghose. In the matter of the petition ( 
of. [ 

Protap Chunder Roodro v, Huro Monee Dossia . 
Protap Chunder Roy Chowdbry t;. Jogendro Chunder”) 
Ghose. ) 

Protap Chunder Singh v. Chunder Coomar Roy . 

■ V. Gooroodoss Roy . 

Protap Narain Doss v. Poorno Mashee Daye 

Protap Narain Mookerjee v. Kartick Chunder Mookerjec 

Protap Narain Singh v* MonohurDoss 

Protima Aurat v. Dukhia Sirkar . , , | 

Protona Kolita v, Mottea Kolita . • 

Provahutty Dabee v. Mohendro Lall Bose 
Puchai Khan v. Abed Sirdar .... 
Puchooa V. Mahomed Tala Assudoolah 
Pudar Bindoo Mahantee v. Mohesh Chunder Sen . 

Puddo Koomaree Debee v. Juggut Kishore Acharjee 
Puddolabh Deo v. Obhoyram Singh 

Puddolabh Roy v. Ram Gopal Chatterjee 



Column 

Volmuo and PiitfC. 

of 

Diut’st. 

5 W. R., Mis., 31 . 

%3204 

IW. R.,25 

777 

I. L. It., 4CaIc ,53 

14 B. L B., 460: 23 W. R.,1 

1994 

2253 

263:1,. R., 2 1. A., 145. > 

10 W. R., 404 . . . 

665, 4266 

22W. R., 275 

3342 

W. R., 1864, 167 . 

2252 

14 W. U., 409 .. . 

2603 

9 C. L. R., 347 . 

2984, 4473 

9 W. R., 589 .. . 

5427 

24 W. R., 88 . . . 

1771,5836 

3 C. L. R , 159 . 

3813 

W. R., 1861, 2 . . . 

3127 

•2 W. R, Act X, 30 

7, 52‘1. 530 

2 W. R., 250 

3235 

19 W. R., 361 .. . 

1755 

B. L. R., Slip, Vol., 638: 7> 
W. R., 253. ] 

3103, 4959 

14 W. R., 130 . 

879 

11 C. L. R., 25 . . . 

263 

1 W. R., 98 ... 

2189 

1. L. R., 8 Calc., 885 

4107 

22W. R., 216 

327,6091 

14 W. R., 151 .. . 

2699 

2 C. L. R., 5(59 . 

3374 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 506 : 12 C. ) 
L. R , 488. J 

54 K) 


I. L. K., 8 Calc., 455: 10 C.) 

L. R,413. ) 

1. L.R.. 4 Calc., 132:2a L. t 
U., 455. \ 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 174 : 9 C. ( 
L. R., 453. 3 

I. L. R., 8 (^alc., 848 : 12 C. ) 
L. R., 407. j 

24 W. K., 188 

4 C. L. R., 1G8 

W. R., 1864, 76 
W. U., 1864, 76 
14 W. R., 415 
10 W. R., 192 
W. R., 1864, 96 
9 B. L. R., Ap., 38: 18 W. ) 
R., 450. ] 

IIW. R.,33t . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc,, 453 
21W. R,140 
2 Agra, 217 
20 W. R., 183 . 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 615 
W. R., 1864, Act X. 30 
L L. R., 9 Calc., 133: 11 C. ) 
L. li., 333. ) 


1114,1717 

4619 

1910, 5793 

3808 
374 
4'.^67 , 

57‘)7 

5797 

678 

4184 

2187 

1094 

4764 
45CS 
4146- 
o3 / , 1 •14t> 
4455 
S'] 40 
535 

112 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIOEST. 


6627 


Name of Cano. 

Volume and Paj?c 



Column 

of 

Digest. 

Piwldo Lochun v. Sirdar Khan . . .. 


12 W. R., 23 




773 

Puddcdochun Bhadoori t>. Chuiider Nath Roy 

{ 

1 Ind. Jur., N. 
W. R., Act X. 

s., 

51. 

171 


1663 

Paddonioke}^ Dossee v. Shnina Churn Chuckerbutty 


1 Ind. Jur., N. S 

.,226 . 


4407 

Puddomont*e Dassoe v Juj['^oduniba Dassee 

. 

25 W. R., Cr., 2 



. 

4484, 4489 

Puddomonee Dossee v. Jkineekant Ghose 

. 

9 W. K., 344 



, 

1176 

— V, Bisseshur Dutt Chowdhry . 

. 

5 W. R., 34 . 



. 

1747 





c 

1503, 1711 


. 

25 W. R., 3.^5 



] 

2056, 2190 






( 

4311 

V. Roy Muthooranath Chowdhry 

( 

i 

12 B. L. R., 411: 
133. 

20 

W. 

E.,^ 

j 

438 

Puddomonee Dossia v. J hoi la Pally . 

7 W. R.. 283 




4172 

fj, puromanund Sein 


7 W. R., 158 




1598 

Puddum Mookhee Dossee v. Raj’ee Monee Dossee . 


12 W. R., 409 




2415, 2466 

Pudisliary Krishnen v. Kaiampidly Kunhunni Kurup 


7 Mad., 378 . 




1100, 1500 

Pudiyakovila^alla v. Allunannalatta Kadinni 


1 Mnd., 14.(j 




3442 . 

Pudiyaporayil Mamy v. Madakarath Anmian Kiitti 


3 Mad., 199 . 




4767 

Pudiyar Vasudavan Nambudripad v. Keyaka Kovila- 


4 Mad 231 




779 

gatha Valia Kany. 






Pu^ardin Ravutan v. Moidinsa Uavulan 


I. L. R., 6 Mt.d.. 

414 


[ 

172,377 

5953 

Puhlwan Thakoor v. Godooree Koonwar 


W. R., F. R., 142 




1585 

Puhoop Sin^h v. Khooinan . . . , . 

Puju bin Kadan v. Malhari bin Raraa* 


3 Agra, 313 

, 

• 

. 

2321 


1 Horn., 171 

. 



6631 

Pulash Monee Dossee v. Anund Moyee Dossee 


8 W. U., 398 



. 

072 

Pulin Behari Sen v. Watson .... 

1 

B. li. R., Sup. Vol., 
W. R., 190. 

9(34 

) 

138, 4148 
4101 

Pulisauki Keddi v. Queen .... 


1. L. R., 5 Mad., 

20 



1267 

Pullen Chetty RamalingaChetty • 

. 

5 Mad., 308 

. 

. 


1393 

Pultoo Roy V. Greedharee Singh . • 

{ 

W. R., F. B., 
Jur., 0. S., 5. 

12: 

1 Ind.) 

) 

67 

Pultun Singh v. Reshal Singh .... 


1 W. R., 7 . 




3079, 3982 

Puna Bibee v. Khoda Buksli Beparee . . 


22 W. R.. 390 




4915 

Puna Karuppana Pillai v. Virabadra Pillai . 

* 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 

277 



5668 

Punchanada Chetti v. Raman Cliotti 


1 Mad., 440 




3481 

Punehanun Bose. In the matter of the petition of 


15 W. R , Cr., 41 




4103 

Punchanuii Bose v. Ooinanath Roy Chowdry 


14 W. R., 160 




292 

Punehanun Bose v. Peary Mohun Deb 


2 W. ]{., 225 




1599, 4689 

Punchanund Dass Chowdhry ?>. Taramoni Obowdrain 


l. L. R., 12 Calc., 

64 



58,52 

Punchanund Ojhab v. Lalshan Misser 


3 W. R., 140 




2492 

Punehanun Ghose r. Brojendronarain Deb • 


1 Ind. Jur., N. S. 

, 38 



1201 

Punehanun Ghose v. Daly .... 


15 B. L, R., 331 




4618 

Punehanun Mullick v. Heera Lall Seal 


1 W. R.. 173 




34 

Punehanun Muzoorndar v, Doorga Nath Roy 


W. 11, 1864, 300 




696 

Punehanun Roy v, Modoosoodun Roy 


W. R., 1804, 246 




4980 



14 W. E.. 406 


• 


6101 

Punehanun Sirear Gunesh M undid . 


8 W. R., 214 


• 


6827, 6830 

Punehoornpney Dossee v, Troylucko Mohiney Dossee 


1. L. R., 10 Calc., 

342 



2540 

Punehum Singh v. Hoormutoonnissa . 


5 N. W., 64 

. 



6637 

— " w. Mungle Singh 


2 Agra, Pt. II, 207 



4011, 4267 
4596 

Punjab V. Petum Singh ..... 


6 N. W., 192 

, 



1145 

Punja Kuvarji v, Bai Kuvar .... 


I. L. R., 6 Bora., 

20 


. 

4576 

Punju V. Oodoy ...... 


18 W. R , 337 

. 


1 

1386, 4872 
5663 

Punjum Singh o. Ameena Khatoom . 


(!W. R.,6 . 

• 



3977, 4014 


1 0 O 



6028 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Caae. 


Puuna V, Jnjrgur Nath , . * • . 

Puimett V. Viva} ak Pandurang .... 

Punnoo Singh v. Nirghin Singh • • 

Piinnun Singh v. Meher Ali .... 
Puran Chunder Chatterjee v, Greesh Chunder Cliatterj* 
Puran Chunder Mookerjee v. Protap Narain Paul 
Puran Chunder Roy v. Juggessur Mookerjee 
Puran Dai v. Jai Narain ..... 
Puran Mai v, Ali Khan ..... 

V, Padma ..... 

Puran Mudduck Ooday Chand Mullick • 

Imuran Santra v. Tajooddeeu .... 
Puran Telee v. Bhuttoo Dome .... 
Purappavanal ingam Clietti v. Nullasivan Chetti • 
Purasara Bhattar v. Ranga Bhattar . . 

Purblmo Doss v. Goma Bhujun Singh . 

Piirhhoo Narain Singh v. Lelanund Singh . 

Purblioo Tewavee Ramjeawun Patuck 
Purblmdas Velji iu Chugun Raichand . • 

Purbooddeen Mullick v. Molaem Bibeo • 
Purdimun Kisbeu v, Roushun Singh . 

Puredag Singh v, Purtab Narayaii Singh 

Pureeag Lall v. Ram Jewan Lai 

Pureeag Singh v. Jogessur Suhaye . . • 

• V, Kbeer Singh . ... 

■ " — 'lu Shib Ram Chunder Mundul 

Pureejan Khatoon v. Bykunt Chunder Chuckerbutty 


Puree Soonduree Dabee v, Chunder Sliehhur Ghossal 
Puree Soonduree Debia v. Bholanath Roodro 
Puresh Narain Roy v, Watson .... 
Puresh Nath Ghose Mundul v. Kii&hto Lall Dutt 
Purgas Rai v. Juggun Singh .... 
Puriag Bhiiggut v. Donzelle .... 
Puriag Dutt n. Brojo Koonwar .... 
Purikeet Saho v. Radhakishen Sahoo . 

Puri Sundari Debi v. Drobomayi Debi 
Purmanundas v. Cormack • . . . • 

Purmanandas Joewaudas. In re • . . 

Purmanand Das Jiwandas v. Dbarsey Virji 

• — Jamnabai 

Purmanund v. Orurnbah Koer .... 
Purmanund Sein v, Puddo Monee Dossce 
Puriuaya v. Sonde Sliinivasapa .... 
Punneshur Rai v. Hidayiitoollah 
Purmessuree Dossee v. Nobin Chunder Tarun 
Purmessuree Dutt Jha v. Joynauth Tliakoor 
Purmessuree Narain Singb v. Romeezooddeen Ahmed 
Purmessuree Pershad Narain Singh n. Jankee Koocr 

Piirmessur Ojha v, Goolbee .... 
Purmessur Singh n. Soroop Audlij Karcc • 



Column 

Volume and PajifO. 

of 


. 1 Agra, 236. . . 3706 


9 Bom., 27 • 

, 

2626 

I. li. B., 7 Calc., 298 : 

8 C. 

1601.6115 

L. R.,310. 

W. B., 1804. 365 


1380 

9 W. B., 450 


6766 

19 W. B., 120 . 


4457 

17 W. B., 298 . 


3822 

I. L. R., 4 All., 482 


2198 

I. L. R., 1 All., 235 


487 

I. L. B., 2 All., 732 


2060, 2872 

3 VV. B., 29 . 


1360, 4565 

6 W. B., Act X, 20 


4925 

9 W. B., Cr., 5 . 


3629 

1 Mad , 415 . 


1449,2233 

I. L. B , 2 Mad., 202 


1406 

5 W, B., Mia., 4 • 


447 

2 AV. R., 256 


3121 

1 N. W., 65 : Ed. 1873 

,* 119 

4868, 5062 

I. L. B., 8 Bom., 196 


2646 

14 W. R., 149 


2746 

1 Airra, 111 


3253 

5B. L. R., Ap., 20: 11 W. 

6316 

R.; 2o3. 

1 W. R., 264 


4160 

8W.R., Ill 


1355 

8 W. R., 280 


6796 

3 W. R., 165 


66 

7 W. R., 96 


1423, 3351 
38U3 

9 W, R., 380 


1432. 1724 
4914 

15W.R.,252 . 


4618 

8 W. R., 159 


656 

23 W. R., 229 . 


242 

23 W. R.. 50 


671 

2 Agra, Pt. II, 201 


6130 

14 W. R., 21 


1234 

9 W. R., 603 


323 

3 W. R., 221 


2020 

7 B. L. R., Ap., 10 


4618 

1. L. R., 6 Bom., 326 


942 

1. L. U., 7 Bern., 109 


3073 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 101 


4786, 4791 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 49 


3432, 3910 

W. R., 1864. 143 


2188 

9W. R.,349 


1643 

I. L. R., 4Bom., 459 


4804 

1 N. W., 60: Ed. 1873 

,114 

442 

24 W. R., 305 . 


5425 

15 W. R., 326 . 


1454 

5 W. R., 226 


5116,6123 

19 W. R., 90 


339 

11 W. R., 446 . 


2088, 2089 
3746 

13 W. R., Cr., 40 


5155, 6265 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6629 


Name uf Case. 


Volume and Papre. 


Puma Chandra Ganguli v. Madan Mohan Mazumdar J 

Puma Chandra Mookorjeo v, Sarada Charan Roy ^ 

Puma Chandra Roy v. Ahhaya Chandra Roy 
Purnamal Deka Kohta v, Mayaram Deka Kohta . 
Purnamasi Dayi. In re . 

Puma Narain Audhikar v. Hemokanfc Andhikar . 
Purnanund Asrum v, Rookineo Gooptani • . , 

Purnima Chowdhrain v. Kittanand Shah * * { 

Purno Chunder Roy v. Sadut AH • • • . 

Puroma Soonduree Dossee v. Prollad Chunder Dosss 
V. Tiira Soonduree Dossee 

Purran Chunder Ghose v. Mutty Lall Ghose Jahira ^ 

Purrunjote v» Deon Panday ..... 

Purseedh Narain Singh v. liissossur Dyal Singh . 
Pursewalkum Hindu Jauobacara Nidhi v, Narayana') 

Acharry. 3 

Purshadeo Lall v. Umhika Pershad Lall • • 

Purshotam Bapu v. Dattatraya ..... 
Purshotanidass Trihhovandaea v, Mahanant Suraj- 
bharthi Haribharthi. ) 

Purshotam Lalbhai v. Bhavanji Partah « • 

Purshotam Maneharam v, Abdul Lai if 
Purshotam Mansukli v. Rarnehhod Purshotam 
Purshotam Shama Shenvi v. Vasudev Krishna Shenvi . 
Purshotam Sidheshvar v. Dhondu Amrit 
Purshottam Talvur v, Mudkungagavda Shidauyavda 
Pursliottam Vithal v. Purshottam Iswar 
Pursidh Narain Rai v, Mahomed Shookool Huq . 

Pursid Narain Sing v. Honooman Sahay • • | 

Purson Chund Golacha v. Kajooram . . . ^ 

Pursoo Ram «. Byjnath Lall ..... 
Pursooram Barooa. In the matter of . • . ^ 

Pursotum Doss v. Oodey Narain Mull 
Pursun Gopal Paul Cho^vdhry v. Poornanuud Mullick . 
Pursun Lai v. Government ..... 
Pursut Koer v, Palut Roy ..... 
Purtab Chunder Borooah v, Bhuggobutty Dabea • 

Purumsookh v, Soobhan 

Purus Ram v. Deo Koer ...... 

— ——V. Juyun tee Pershad .... 

Purvatha Vurdhay Nauchiai v, Jayareva Ramakomara7 
Ettyapa Naicker. ) 

Pusai V, Mahadeo Prasad 

Pushong V, Munia Halwani . . . . ^ 

Pusi V. Mahadeo Prasad 

Putali Meheti v, Tulja ...... 

Putanvitil Teyan Nair Putanvitil Ragavan Nair 
Putbulwant Rao v, Futtohooddeen .... 

Puthuram Chowdhry v, Kutho Narain Chowdhiy 


6 B.L. R., 617, note: 13 W.I 
R., 67. 5 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 21:11 W.^ 

R., 241. 3 

4 B. L. R., Ap., 40 . 

IOC. L.R., 201 . 

8 B, L^R., 395, note 

6 C. L. R., 46 . . • 

1. L. R., 4 Calc., 793 . 

B. L. R., Sup. VoL, 3: WA 
R., F. B., 82. 3 

2 C. L. R., 31 . . • 

12 W. R., 289 

9 W. R., 343 

I. L. lU 4 Calc., 50 : 2 C. L. ] 
R., 543. 3 

2C. L. R, 352 . 

7 W. R., 148 • 

8 Mad., 198 . . • 

11 W. R., 290 .. • 

1. L. R., 10 Bom., 669 . 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 688 . 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 360 . 

6 Bom., 0. C., 67 . . 

8 Bom., A. C., 152 
8 Horn., O. C., 190 • 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 582 • • 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 420 . 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 532 
1 N. W., 38: Ed. 1873, 35 . 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 845 ; 5 C. L. > 
R., 576. 3 

10 B. L. R., 355 ; 19 W, R., 7 

203. 3 

low. R., 475 . 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 117 : 25 W. ^ 
R., Cr., 52. 3 

1 Agra, Mis., 3 • • 

21 W R., 272 

W. R., 1864, 102 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 442 . 

Marsh.; 59 : 1 Hay, 131 

2 Agra, 323 , • . • 

4 N. W., 29 . . • 

1 N. W., Ed. 1873. 154, 

4 W. R., P. C., 31 

1. L. R., 6 All., 12 
IB. L. R.,A. C.,95: 10 W, 7 
R., 128. ' 3 

I. L. R., 3 All., 122 . 

I. L. n.y 3 Bom., 223 . 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 171 . 

1 N. W., Ed. 1873, 143 
IW. R., 124 


1879, 1927 

403, 473 
2863 
. 2147 

3348 
1607 

27 

1592 

2996, 4786 


1617 

3206 

663, 4948 
2139. 252S 
6892 
2098 

5374, 5451 
4753 

2161, 2471 


436 

4892, 4977 
1672 
3400 
1912 
4891 


4127, 4647 
805 


2200,2213 
3183, 4976 
3762 
6827 
34 



6630 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST, 


Numc of Case. 


Futona Kolita v, Mutia Kolita . » . . • 

Futooaram v. Sham Lall Salioo . . • . • 

Putsabee Kooer v, Sheoporshad Ram »opadhya . 
Fuyikuth Ithayi Umah v. Kairhirapokil Mauiod • 

Pyari Chand Mitter. In the matter of • . • 

■ ■ " - V, Frazer . • . . • 

Pyari Lai 'u. Rooke . . . • . . • ^ 

Pyari Lall. In the matter of . 

Pyari Mohan Mookerjee v. Kina Bewa • 

Pyari Mohan Singh v, Gazi . . • . | 

Pyaroo Tuhovildarinee v. Nazir Hossein 

Pylwan Jarkan Sahib Vastliath v, Jenaka Raja Terar . 


Q 


Quarme. In re . • 

Quarry. In the matter cf 

Queen v, Abbas 

V. Abbas Ali Chowdhry 

V, Abdool 

• V. Abdool Azeez 

V. Abdool Azeez Khan 

• V. Abdool Huq 

— — V. Abdool Jaleel . 

V, Abdool Kurreem 

• V. Abdoollah 

• V. Abdul Ali 

— — V. Abdul Biswas 

— V. Abheon Parrida . 

• V, Abool Hossein . 

V. Aboo Sheikh 

■ — V. Acheet Lall 

— — — D. Adapa Venkanna 

o. Adhya Thakoor 

V. Adjoodhya Pershad 

■ V, Affazuddeen 

— — V, Ahmed Ali • 

— V. Ahmed Ally 

— V. Ahmedoollah 

— V, Aidrus Sahib 

— w, Aimona 

— V, Akbar Kazee 

V, Akulputtee Gossain 

— V, Ala Buksh 

— V. Allah Buksh 

• V. Aman 

— IK Amauoolluh Mollah 


i 

! 


Volume and Pape. 

Column 

of 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 46 

4764 

7W. R.,206 

4567 

24W. R., 61 

6753 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 248 . 

3744 

6B.L. R.,658 . 

2660 

6 B. L, R., Ap., 40 

3350, 4681 

3B. L.R., A.C., 305:12W. 1 

2844 

R., 199. i 

4 C. L. R., 604 . 

1836 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 220 . 

5831 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 337 : 11 W. 1 

1183,1196 

R., 270. i 

23 W. R., 183 . . 

3473 

8 Mad., 87 . . • 

3236 

. 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 503 . 

432 


I. L. R, 2 All., 511 ; I 
I. A., 6. 

2 Hyde, 247 
6B. L. R.,74 . 

W. R., 1864, Cr., 38 

10 W. R , 23 
7W R., Cr., 59 . 

14 W. R., Cr., 36 
20 W, R., Cr., 67 
W. R., 1804, Cr., 6 
14 W. R., Cr , 32 . 

2 N. W., 401 

25 W. R., Cr. 45 . 

7 B. L. R., 8, note 
20 W. R., Cr., 17 
IW. R., Cr., 48 . 

23 W. R., Cr., 19 
17 W. R., Cr., 46 
I. L. R., 4 Mad., 327 
17 W. R., Cr., 33 
2 N. W.. 188 
W. R., 1864, Cr., 13 
22 W. R., Cr., 42 . 

11 W. R.. Cr., 25 


R., 


’I 


4635 

5207 

4100 

6189 

1260 

6553 

963, 3631 
4729 
721, 4369 
2923 

3615 
2912 

975 

5910 

5552 

6912 

1156 

3616 
711 

5821 

6265 

1272 

1806, 1961 
6273 


2 W. R , Cr., 60 . 

1 Mad., 38 . 

1 W. R., Cr., 43 . 

IW. U,Cr.,21 . 

6W.E., Cr., 58 . 

7 B. L. R., 482, note : 12 W. 1 
R., Cr., 24. ) 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 133 : 13 
L. R., 310, note. } 

5 N. W., 130 .. . 

6 .W. K.,Cr.,5 . 


2906 

1963 

4350 

4710 

2733 

4109 

4332 

1333 

1804 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6631 


Name of Cancv 

Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 

Qaccn V, Amanulla • * 

12 B. L. R., An., 16:21 W.1 
R,. Cr.. 49. j 

1290 

— — V. Amarut . . » 

4W. R., Cr., 20 . 

, 

6189 

— — V, Ambigara Hulagu 

I. L. B., 1 Mad., 163 • 

• 

1022 

" * ”■ V. Ameor 

2N.W.,5 . 

• 

4449 

— , V. Ameer Ali Khan . 

3 N. W., 133 

, 

1962 

— — V, Ameer Chaud Nohatta 

13 W. R., Cr., 63 

• 

6251,6262 

■■ "■■■■ V. Ameer Khan 

7 B. L. R.. 240 : 15 W. 
Cr., 69. 

R.,j 

6028 

V, ■ — 

7 B. ii. R., 244, note 

. 



7 B. L. R., 250, note ; 15 W. 1 
R.. Cr., 60. J 

6947 

V, 

2 N. W., 113 

. 

6258 

V, Atneerooddeen 

1 N. W.. Ed. 1873, 307 

• 

714 

V, Ameeruddeen 

12 W. R., Cr., 36 

. 

4100, 4361 

V, Amgad Bugcah 

2 W. R., Cr., 61 , 

. 

2938 

V. Amir Jan 

7 N. W., 302 

. 

4353 

V, Amir Khan 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 87, note : 
W. R., Cr., 35. 


725 


TV. A., DO, J 

9 B. L. R., 36 : 17 W. R„ Cr., i 619. 1803- 

15. ) 2906 


V, Amirtam . . • 

I. L. R., 4 Mad , 335 

. 


5569 

V, Amiruddin 

7B.L.R.,63:15 W. R., 
25 

Cr., 

399. 1801 
6172 

v. Amiruddin Fakeer 

21 W. R., Cr., 29 

, 

, 

6270 

V. Anoo 

W. R., 1864, Cr., 16 

, 

• 

5564 

V, Anthony • • 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 280 

. 

, 

4112 

V, Anunto Chuckerbutty 

14 B. L. R., 295, note 
R., Cr., 1. 

:22W. 1 

J 

4115 

V, Anunto Rurnagat • 

GW. R., Cr,57 . 


• 

4055 

V, Arayi 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 17 

, 

. 

4691 

V, Araz Sircar 

10 W. R., Cr.. 29 

, 

. 

3864 

V. Arum iga Nadan 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 200, note 

4353 

V, Arunja Bewa 

19 W. R., Or., 32 


. 

3862 

V, Ashruif Sheik . , 

6 W. K., Cr., 91 . 

, 

. 

6249 

V, Assauoollah 

13 W. R., Cr., 15 

, 

. 

5154, 6262 

V, Asanulla^ • 

6 B. L. R., 693, note : 
R., Cr., 21. 

10 

W. ( 

J 

4855 

V, Askur • 

W. R., 1864, Cr., 12 


( 

( 

• 

17, 2937 
5291 

V, Assam ShureefF 

13 W. R., Cr., 75 . 

• 

1671 

V, Assiif Ali Khan 

3 N. W., 126 


• 

3614 

V, Audhun Roy 

14 W. R., Cr., 24 . 



1967 

V, Azinioodeen 

11 W. R., Cr., 16 . 



• 2007 

V. Baboolun Hijrah • . 

6 W. R., Cr., 7 . 



706, 1336 

V, Bacilli 

7 N. W., 328 



4724 

V. Bachun Kadir • • 

23W. R.,Cr., 6 . 



190 

V, Bahadur Singh . . 

4 N. W., 128 



2441, 3739 

V, Baijoo Chowdhry 

26 W. R., Cr., 43 . 



24, 1021 

V, Baijoo Koormeo 

5W. R., Cr.,76 . 



955 

V, Baijoo Lall 

I. L. R.. 1 Calc., 450 



1314 

V, Baikantba Nath Banerjoe 

3 B. L. R., F, B., 2, note 


23 

V, Bajo Huri 

19 W. U., Cr., 37 

• 


5883 

V, Bakhoree Chowbey 

5W.R.,Ci.,98 . 

• 


1980 

V. Baktear Maitaraz , 

6 B. L. R., 698: 15 W. 
Cr., 64. 

4920 

V, Bakoi'^Khan 

5 N. W., 213 

• 

t 

1020 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 










Column 


Name of Case. 





Volume and Page. 

of 








Digest. 

Queen 

V. Balkishen 

• 

• 

• 


\ 

2 N. W'., 447 .. . 

3 N. W.. 166: Agra, F. B.,"} 

969 

1102 



• 

* 

*• 


i 

Ed. 1874, 252. > 


V, Ballabh Kant BLattacliarjee 



{ 

7 B. L. R., 324, note : 11 W. 1 
R., Cr., 36. > 

4493 


V, Banda Ali • 

• 




{ 

6 B. L. R., An., 95 : 15 W. > 
R, Cr,7. > 

6564 


V, Banee Madhub Doss 

• 





23W. R., Cr., 3 . 

6913 


V. Banee Madhub Ghosc 






8AV. R., Cr., 1 . 

1268 


r, Banessur Biswas 

, 

• 




18 W. R., Or., 46 . 

2011 


V. Bani Doss 






14 W. R., Or., 2 . 

5548 


•V. Bani Madhub Banerjee 





14W. R., Cr., 23. 

603 


r. Basooram Dass . 


• 




19 W. R., Cr., 36 . . 

6278 


V. Bassoo Raiinah . 


• 




2 W. R., Cr., 29 . 

5555 


V. Bawool Manjee . 






8W. R., Cr., 32 . 

5996 


V. Bawul Singh 






1 N. W., Ed. 1873, 306 

3614 


r: Bazu 



• 


f 

i 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 750: S') 
W. R., (>., 47. j 

713, 1267 


V. Bebheki Pathak. 



• 



21 W. K., Cr., 12 

489 

— 

V, Bechoo Saout 



• 



19 W. R., Cr., 35 

1331 


IK Beegun Mali toon 



• 



12 W. R., Cr., 37 

4368 


V. Begarayi Krishna Saranu 





I. L. R., 6 Mad., 373 . 

6882 

■ — 

V. Begum 


• 




2N,W., 349 

4112 


V. Beharee Dosadh 


• 




7 W. R., Cr., 7 . . . 

1788, 6152 

— 

V. Behary Lall Bose 


• 




7W. R.,Cr., 44 • 

25 


V. Behary Singh 






7W. R,Cr., 3 . 

4451 


V. Belat Ali • 





! 

10 B. L. R., 453 : 19 W. R., > 
Cr., G7. j 

1022 


V. Belilios 






20 W. R., Cr., 61 

4628 


V. Beshor Bewa 






18 W. R., Cr., 29 

2582 


V, Bhadoo Poramanick 






4W. R., Cr.,23 . 

2584 


V. Bhagabati Sathran 


• 




7 B. L. R., 9, note 

975 


V. Bhagai Dafadar 


• 




2 B. L. R., F. B., 21 : 10 W.*) 
R., Cr., 43. j 

1040, 2896 

— 

V. Bhagidbone Katcbari 


• 




8W. R., Cr., 53 . 

2901 

—— 

V. Bhairo Misser 






7 W. li., Cr., 51 . 

709 

— 

V, Bhakoas Tutum 






7W. R., Cr., 13 . 

1962 


V. Bhaniour Doosadh 






7W. R., Cr.,41 . 

6573 

— 

V. BLarut Ch under 






1 W. 11, Cr., 2 . . . 

721, 5992 

— 

V. Bheebeekee 






4N. W., 16 . . ^ 

1009, 1800 
1855 

— 

V. Bheekoo Kalwar 





i 

10 B. L. R., Ap., 10: 19 W. ) 
R., Cr., 15. j 

2624 

— 

V. Bheekim . 






8 W. R., Cr., 30 . 

4633 

— 

7K Bheekun Doss 






7 W. R., Cr.,‘114. 

1791 

— 

V. B|iekoo Singh 






7 W. R., Cr., 108 . 

721, 1796 

— 

tK Bhikaree . 






4 N. W., 88 . . . 

15 W. R., Cr., 63 

971 

18(X) 








— 

V, Bhista bin Madanna 






I. L. R., 1 Bom., 308 . 

389 



V. Bhitto Kahar 






1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 123 . 

1953, 1982 



V, Bhohisan Mahatoon 






W. R., 1864, Cr., 3 

5605 

— 

V. Bhola Nath Banerjee 






7 W. R., Cl., 31 . 

975 

■ 

V. Bholauath Mookerjee 





i 

7 B. L. R., 504; 16 W. R., ) 
Cr., 28. > 

6253 

• 

V. Bholanath Sen • 





5 

1. L. R., 2 Calc., 23 : 25 W. ) 
R., Cr., 57. j 

1262, 2766 


V. Bholay Framanick 






17 W. R., Cr., 32 

2011 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6G3g 


Name o£ Case. 


Queen v, Bhoobun Moliun 

— V, Bhoobun Singh • 

^ V. Bhoodeea . 

w. Bh(x)too Mullick . . 

V. Bhiigner Putwa • 

V. Bhugwan Ahir . 

• v, Bhugwan Chiinder Koondoo 

— V. Bhugwan Ball . • 

V. Bh ungee Aheer • 

• Bhutia 

— — V. Bhuttuu Bujwan 

— — V. Bhyro Dayal Sing • 
V, Bhyrub Seal 

— V, Bidu Noshyo 

— V. Bidur Gbose , 

V. Bilash Mosulmany 

— V, Hindu 

— tK Binod • • 

— V. Bipro Dass 

— V. Bipro Doss . • 

— V. Bishendharee Kahar . 

— V, Bisheshur Pershad 

— V. Bishnooram Surma 

— iK Bishonath Buuueea • 

V. Bishonath Pal . • 

V. Bishoo Manjee . 

V. Bissen Nath 

— r. Bissessiir Roy • 

tK Bissessur Sein . 

— V. Bissonath Mitter 

— r. Bissorunjun Mookerjee 

■ V, Bistoo Churn Qhuckeibutty 

V, Biswamhhar Das 

— V, Bocha Chowkeedar 

• V. Bodhee Khan 

V. Boidnath Singh . 

— fK Boidonath 
Bojjigan . 

V. Bokoo Sheikh 

— V. Bolaki Jolahad . 

— V, Bolaki Ball 

■— V. Bommaya • 

— V. Bonomally Chose 

— V. Bonomally Sohai 
V. Boodhoo . 

V. Boodhooa • 

■ — V. Boodhun Ahir . . 

V, Boodhun Mooshur • 


Volume aud Page. 

Culumu 

of 

Digoat. 

11 W. R.. Cr., 39 

5561 

9 W. R., Cr., 30 . 

6598 

8 W. R., Cr., 3 . . . 

6546 

6 W. R., Cr., 85 . 

6572 

11 W. R., Cr., 9 . 

6267 

8 W. R., Cr., 05 . 

1955 

]9W. R., Cr.,4 . 

6888 

15W. R,Cr., 3 . 

398 

2 W. R., Cr., 5 . . . 

2938 

7 N. W., 295 

4378 

12 W. R., Cr., 49 

1008 

3 fi. L. R., A. Cr., 4 : 11 W. ] 

1806, 4096 

R., Cr., 46. j 

4489 

W. R., 1864, Cr., 27 . 

6552 

13 B. L. R., 325, note : 11 W. ) 

1977 

R., Cr., 37 : 12* W. R., Cr., [ 

11. ) 


7B. L. R., 9, note: 12 W. R.,7 

976 

Cr., 27. j 

14 W. R.. Cr., 46 

4533 

8 W. R., Cr., 60 . 

4749 

24 W. R., Cr., 66 . 

6069 

19 W. R., Cr., 43 . 

6599 

8W. R.,Cr.,45 . 

1532, 2791 

7 W. R., Cr., 100 . 

4060 

2 N. W., 441 : Agra, P. B., ^ 

20, 6184 

Kd. 1874, 236. ) 

1 W. R., Cr., 9 . 

2580, 2582 

8 W.R...Cr., 63 . 

4060 

3B. L. R.,A. Cr.,20: 12 W. 1 

1790 

R., Cr., 3. 3 

9 W. R., Cr., 16 . 

1807, 6882 

7 W. R., Cr., 31 . . • 

1805 

11 W. R., Cr., 51 . 

1260 

9W. R., Cr., 62 . 

1988 

6 W. R., Cr., 6 . . • 

6578 

6 W. R., Cr., 76 . 

1796 

10 W. R., Cr., 27 . 

4108 

6B.L. R., Ap., 122:15W.') 

1789 

R., Cr., 49. ) 

22 W. R., Cr., 33 

6263 

6 W. R., Cr.. 79 . 

2733 

3W. R., Cr., 29 . 

2766, 6996 

7 W. R., Cr., 48 . . 

5496 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 22 

1669 

W. R., 1864, Cr., 21 

6291 

1 B. L. K., S. N., 8 : 10 W. ) 

^625 

B., Cr., 9. 1 

low. R.,Cr., 7 . 

4447 

I. L. li., 5 Mad., 26 

391 

W. B., 1864, Cr., 8 

1349 

5L. B.,Cr., 32 . ' . 

1954 

8 W. B., 38 ... 

1003, 1332 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 869 . 9 } 

6576 

W. B., Cr., 6. > 

17 W B., Cr.,33 

711 

8W.B.,Cr„78 . 

18 


6B34 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST, 


. Column 


Name of Case. 




Volume and Page. 


of 

V, Boolakee . « 




14 W. R.;Cr.. 81 


6254 

v. Borodakaut Moakhopadhya 


• . 


15 W. R., Cr., 17 


4447 

V. Boron Dboom 




1«W. R,Cr, 1 . 


1530 • 

V. Bowka 




22 W. R.. Cr., 72 

• 

1293 

V, Bowka Hari 




22 W. R.. Cr., 35 

• 

1293 

V, Boya Lingra 




I. L. R., 5 Mad., 268 

• 

3628 

V. Boydonath Moolforjee . 




17 W. R., Cr., 11 . 


253 

V. Boy stum Moochee 




17 W. R., Cr., 11 


1261 

V, Brij Mohan Lai . 




7 N. W., 134 


1973 

V. Brojendro Lai 




21 W. R., Cr., 86 


4107 

V. Brojokishore Dutt 




8 W. R., Cr., 17 . 


1989, 4;181 

V. Broio Ltill Mitit'r 




8 W. R., Cr., 45 . 


504 

V, Broond Shahoo alias Cliundra 

Chaiteriee 

7 W. B., Cr., 112 


4533 

V, Buddero(»depn 




11 W. R., Cr., 20 


4061 

V. Budhu Niiiiku 




I. L. R., 1 Bom., 475 


1022 

V. Budla 




2 N. 455 


5538 

V. Budri Roy . 




23 W. R., Cr., 65 . 


2583, 2779 

V. Buldeo • 




2 N. W., 286 


2936 





2 N. W., 453 


6832 

V. Buloram 




7 W. R., Cr., 104 . 


3619 

V. Buloram Doss 




4 W. R., ( r., 20 . 


5576 

V, Bulsinf^h . 




4N. W., 8 . 


5517 

V. Bundhoo Banpi'iee 




21 W. R., Cr., 37 


1316 

V. Punwaree Lall 




21 W. R., Cl-., 53 


1021 

V, Bushrao Aneut . 




3W. R., Cr., 21 . 


399, 1806 

V, Bussiruddi • 




8W. R., Cr., 35 . 


1796, 1805 

V. Bustee Kl^an 




1 W. R., Cr., 17 . 


722 

V, Bnsti Sirijyh 



• 

U W. R., Cp., 76 . 


561M) 

V, Buzleh All . , • 




22 W. R., Cr., 65 . 


5910 

V, Bykunt Nath Banerjce . 



• 

6 W. R., Cr., 72 . 


1964 

^ — . , . . .. 



• 

10 W. R., Cr., 17 . 


344, 1'JSH 

Bysagoo Noshy o. 




8 W. R., Cr., 29 . 


1797,1981 

V, Gallachaiid 




7 W. R., Cr., 60 . 


655. 

V, Gassy Mai . . 




3 W. R., Cr., 10 . / 

6 W. R., Cr., 16 . 1 


1349 

V. Chakor Huree 





2583 

V, Chakrasahu • 




J. L. R.,7 Mad., 185 1 


3569 

V, Chand Bagdee 




7 W. R., Cr., 6 . t 


1151, 6600 

•vy Chand Manal 




19W.R.,Cr., 1 ’ 


4070 

V, Chando Chanda linee 




24 W. R., Cr., 55 . 


25 

zj, Chandra Jugi 




9 B. L. R., 6 : 17 W. R., Cr., 
47. 

262 

v. Chandrakant Chuckerbutty 




] B. L. R., A. Cr., 8 : 
R.. Cr.. 14. 

LO W. 

4628 

v. Chandra Sekhar Roy .• 




6 B. L. U., 100 : 13 W. R., 
Or., 66. 

1018 

V, Chappu Menon , 




4 Mad., 146 


259 

V. Chedee Koonjra . 




14 W. R., Cr., 76 


6250 

V, Cheit Ram 




5 N. W., 110 


400 

V. 




2 N. W., 113 


2595 

V. Cheyt Singh 




22 W. R., Cr., 70 


4728 

w. Chidda 




3 N. W., 327 


3953 

V, Chiuna Vedagiii Chetti 




I. L. R., 4 Mad., 227 


6260 

V. Chirag AH 




12 W. R., Cr., 5 . 


343 

V, Chocha Kai 




6 N. W., 366 


4718 

V, Choda Atchenah . 




3 Mad., 318 


1004 

V, Choonee 




6 W. R., Cr., 13 . 


723 

Chooramoni Sant 




14 W. R., Cr., 25 


1326, 4748 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Queen v, Chotey Lai • • 

— V. Chowdhry . • • 

V, Ohreetien . • • 

— V, Chubboa 

V. Cbulluudec Poramanick 

■ — V. Chumroo Key 

■ — V. Cbuudee Churn Panorjee 
V* Chuudee Churn Pass . 

■ V. Chunder Bhuttacharjee 

— V. Chunder Cooinar Sen . 

— V, Chunder Kant Lahoreo 

■ V. Chunder Koomar Mozooindar 

V. Chunder Kumar Muzoonidar 

* — - v. Chunder Proasaud 8i ugh 

V, Chunder Seckur Roy 

— Chundi Churn Nauth 

V. Chundro Mohun Phooya 

V, Chupput Khyrwar 

— V, Chutterdharee Singh 

— — V, Chytun Bowra . 

V, Clarke 

V. Dabeo 

— V. Dabee Singh 

— V. Dalapati Kau 

— V. Daraodur Daas . 

V, Damoo Singh 

V. Damu Haree • 

— V, Daria Khan 
V. Dassee Mosul many 

— V, Dasscr Bhooyan 
V. Dassoo Manjee • 

— V. Dayal Bawri 

— V. Dedar Nushyo . 

— V. Deeyanutoollah 
V. Degum her Ahir 

— V, Degumber Thakoor 
V. Denonath Buijur 

— V, Denoo Bundhoo Biswas 

— V, Deo Nundun Singh 

— V. Desilva 
— V. Dhaumun Teli . 

— » V. Dhona Bhooya . 

■ — ti. Dhoouda Bhooya 

V. Dhuuunjai Poly 

V, Dliunput Ojhab 

V, Dhurraui Dutt Rai 

— Dhurum Duit Ojua 

— V, Digambur Shah a 

— V, Dina Bundhoo Roy 

— V, Dinanath Gangooly 


• 

Column 

Volume and Puf^c. 

of 

Digest. 

3 N. W.. 271 

707, 6261 

2 B. L. R , Ap., 28 

4722 

2N. AV.,473 

1511 

5N. AV., 189 

2939 

3W. R., Cr.,65 . 

4056 

7 W. R., Cr., 36 . 

21 

6 AV. R., Cr., 94 . 

4238 

22 AV. R., Cr., 71 

5495 

24 W. R., Cr., 42 . . | 

1009, 1011 
1021, 1268 

I Ind. Jur., N. 8., 97 : 6 W. • 

■r» A t 

3604 


12W. R., Cr., 2 . 

24 W. R., Cr., 77 . 

25 AV. R., Cr., 64 . 

10 W. R., Cr., 30 . 

12 W. R., Cr., 18 . 

8 W. R., Cr.. 6 . 

22 W. R., Cr . 82 . 

15 W. R., Cr., 83 . 

5 W. R., Cr., 69 . 

5W. R.. Cr., 49 . 

1 Ihd. Jur., O. S., 137 
W. R., 1864, Cr., 27 

7 W. R., Cr.. 65 I 

1 Mad., 83 

2 N. W., 452 

8 W. R.. Cl.. 36 . 

21 W. R., Cr., 35 . 
2N.W.. 128 
14W. R., Cr.46 . 

8 W. R., Cr. 71 . 

11 AV. R., Cr., 39 . 

3 B. L- R,, A. Cr., 6o 
14 AV. Rv, Cr., 81 . 

7 AV. R., Cr., 32 . 

21 AV*. R., Cr.. 22 . 
19AV.R., Cr.. 44 . 

9 AV. R., Cr., 52 . 

12 AV. R., Cr., 1 . 

11 AV. R., Cr., 16 

5 N. AV , 120 
20 AV. K., Cr.. 36 
5 B. L. R., 668 : 14 W 
Or., 33. 

8 AV. R, Cr., 85 . 

14 AV. R., Cr., 68 . 

7 AV. R., Cr., 51 . 

8 AV. R., Cr., 7 . 

8 VV. R., Cr., 13 . 

24 AV. R., Cr.. 3 . 

24 AV. R., Cr., 4 . 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 68 : 17 

R., Cr., 12. 


) 


AV. 


5549 

724 

719 

3625 

464, 1046 
3623, 4360 
5565 
1970 
5495 
1799 
23,400 
2762 
5553 
3780 

5573, 5578 
737 
4509 
4104 
4451 
6570 
4356 
727 
4058 

976, 4719 
452 

4532, 5649 
1985 
1671 
1794 
1975 
3866 
4730 
5884 
^ 4625 

256 

5545 
4623 
737 
' 5545 
1807 
1268 
1790 

4448 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name oC Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Queen v, Dina Sheikh . 

V, Dinobundo Rai . 

V. Dinoo Roy 

Doma Ram • 

V, Doinun Kahar . 

V. Doorga Churn Shome 

— * V, Doorga Doss 

— V. Doorgagutty 

— V. Doorga Nath Roy 

V. Doorgessur Surrnah 

■ f;. Doorjodhun Shamonto 

— V, Dowlut 

— V. Doyal Sliilydar . 

— V. Dudraj Dosadh . 

V. Dukaran . 

- V. Dnloelooddeon Sheikh 

— V, Dullee 

— V. Durbaroo Pass Sirdar 

■ — V. Durbar ro Polie . 

V, Durgadas Bbuttacharje 

— tJ. Durzoolla • 

■ V, Dushrutto Roy . 

— V, Dussorut Dass • 

— V, Dwarka 

■ — V, Dwarka A beer • 

— V, Dwarkanath Bose 

— V. Dwarkanath Ghose 

— V, Dwarka Nath Hazra • 

■■ — V. Dwarka Nath Mullick 

— — V. Dwarkanath Sen 


. East Indian Railway 
. Eduljee Byramjee 
. Elahi Bax 
, Emoo 

, Enayet Hossein 
. Esan Ch under Dey 

Eshan Meah 
, Etwaree Dharee 
. Fata Adaji 

, Fatik Biswas 

. Feojdar Roy • 

, Firman All 
. Flood 

, Foktu Shah 
Fukeera Chamar 
. Futteali Biswas 


Deejobor 


Company 


3 B. L. Rm a. Cr.. 15, note : 

10 W. R., Cr., 63. 

9 W. R., Cr., 19 . 

16 W. R., Cr., 21 
24 W. R., Cr., 66 

12 W. R., Cr., 82 
24 W. R., Cr., 30 

7 VV. R , Cr., 104 
11 W. R., Cr., 55 

8 W. R., Cr., 9 

7 W. R., Cr., 97 
19 W. li.. Cr., 26 

19 W. R., Cr., 45 

8 W. R., Cr , 95 

6 W. R., Cr., 87 
22 W. R.. Cr., 83* 

7 N. W., 196 

I 5 W. R.. Cr.. 19 . 

0 N. W.. 307 

13 W. R , Cr., 14 
H W. R., Cr., 30 . 

7 B. L. R., Ap.. 37 

9 W. R., Cr., 33 . 

7 W. R., Cr., 58 . 

18 W. R , Cr., 63 . 

6 W. R., Cr., 18 : 1 Ind. Jur., 
N. S., 100. 

2 W. R., Cr., 49 . 

2 W. R., Cr., 31 . 

20 W. R., Cr., 49 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 9 : 16 W. R., 
Cr., 70. 

21 W. R., Cr., 45 
13 W. R., Cr.. 34 

Bourke, O. C., 395 : 1 Ind. 
Jur., N. S, 258. 

3 Moore’s I. A„ 468 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 459 : 5 
W. R., Cr.. 80. 

11 W. R., Cr.,20 

5 W. R., Cr., 43 . 

21 W. R.. Cr., 40 

12 W. R., Cr., 62 . 

21 W. R., Cr., 12 

11 Bom., 247 . • 

1 B. L. R., A. Cr.. 13 . 

9 W. R., Cr., 14 . 

16 W. R., Cr., 73 . 

8 W. R., Cr., 43 . 

2 B. L. R., S. N., 6 : 10 W. 
R., Cr., 49. 

6 W. R., Cr., 50 . 

10 W. R., Cr., 37 


6065 

1853, 6255 
6910 
1008 
2923 

2940, 5556 
6251 
967 
17 
727 

5548, 6167 
710 
5884 

972, 1533 
252 
1950 
6(45 
1020 
712 
4719 
706, 713 
5556 
6068 
5883 

23 

4379 

6511 

2009, 4691 


285,5971 
23, 343 
5164, 5578 
396 
4119 
708, 727 
6191 
17 

1838, 6264 
1794 

709, 1801 
1964 
711,713 
5653 
4702 


4058 
709, 1802 
1964 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6687 


Name of Case. 


Queen v. Fyzo 

— — V, Gabiud Cliandra Gliose 

V, Gagalu . • 

V. Gnjraj 

V, Ganga 

— - V, Ganga Singli • 

— w. Ganni 

■ — V, Gaub Gorah 

V, Gendoo Khan 

.w. Gliasee • • 

— — u. Gbasseeram 

V. Gbasoo Khan 

^ — . V. Gbisa 

— — V. Gbolam Ismail . 

— v» Gliolam Mahomed 

-y, Gbolam Mustuffa 

— - y. Ghurbhurnee 

y. Girdbaree Singh 

— y. Girish Chandra Ghose 

— y. Gobardhan Bhuyan 

— y. Gobind Dobey • 

■■ ■ — — y. Gobin Tewari 

— y. Goburdhun Bera 

— y, Goburdhun Pari 
— - y, Godai Kaout • 


y. ■ • • • • 

y. Gogun Sein .... 

— y. Gokool Bowree . . • • 

y. Gokool Kahar • . • • 

y. Golab Singh , . 

— y. Golam Arabee . . 

y. Golam Darbesh . . • . 

— ' y. Golam Hossein Chowdhry • • 

y. Goluck Chunder 

— y. Goluck Chunder Gooho . • 

— y. Goluck Doss .... 

y. Gonowri • . . . • 

— y. Goojree Panday . . . . 

— y. Gooi*oodoss Bajbunsee . . \ 

— y. Gopai ..... 

y. Gopai Doss .... 

V. Gopai Hajjam .... 

y. Gopai Prosaud Sein 

y. Gopai Thakoor . ... 

y. Qopeo Mobun Mitter . • 

y. Gopeenath Kollu 

y. Gopi Noshyo .... 


Volume and Page. 


I 


1 


I 




i 

i 


Bonrke, O. C., 209 
7 B. L. B., 28, note ; 10 W. ) 
K., Cr., 41. ) 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 60 : 12 W. 1 

R., Cr,80. j 

3 B. L. R., A. Cr., 43 . 

7 N. W., 131 , 

6 N. W., 44 . . . 

7 N. W., 249 . 

8 W. K., Cr., 6 . . . 

7 W. R., Cr., 14 . 

4 N. W., 60 . . . 

3 N. W., 90 . . , 

5 W. R., Cr., 49 . 

7 N. W., 375 

I. L. R., 1 All., 1 . 

22 W. R., Cr., 17 . 

3 W. R.. Cr., 29 . 

W. R., 1864, Cr., 1 

6 N. W., 26 . . . 

7 B. L. R., 513: 16 W. R.,> 

Cr., 40. ) 

4B. L. R., Ap., 101: 13 W.-> 
R., Cr., 55. j 

21 W. R., Cr., 35 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 281 . 

6 W. R., Cr., 80 . 

12 W. R., Cr., 65 . 

14W. R,Cr., 74. 

6W. R.,Cr., 11 . 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 436 : 5 1 
W. R., 61. i 

2 W. R., Cr., 67 . 

5 W. R., Cr., 33 . 

25 W, R., Cr., 36 . 

3 B. L. R., A. Cr., 10 . 

25 W. R., Cr., 20 
1B.L.R.,S. N.,27: 10 W.! 

R., Cr., 36. ) 

2 Ind. Jnr., N. S., 88 : 7 W. I 
R., Cr., 10. j 

13 W. R., Cr., 16 

12 W. R., Cr., 38. 

1 Hyde, 282 . . 

22 W. R.. Cr., 2 . 

11 B. L. R., Ap., 3 : 20 W. > 
R., Cr., 21. j 

4 W. R., Cr., 7 . , • 

2 N. W., 430 • 

I. L R., 3 Mad., 271 . 

15 W. R., Cr., 16: 

8W. R., Cr.,16 , 

6W. R., Cr., 72 . 

22 W. R., Cr., 26 . 

13 W. R., Cr., 69 . 

21 W. R., Cr., 47 . 


Column 

of 

Digest 


6575 

5515. 

1792, 4239 
6249 
725 
1292 
4957 
5541 
99 
4722 
5604 
6605 
29L0 
4740 
5156 
5289 
5545 
5548 
1335 

970,3612 

713,4623 

16 

253 

4367 

1534 

4624 

23 

5145 

967 

4058 

6165 

5512 

4449 

4099 

258 

2015 

4097 

1989 

1^799, 1977 
6577 

2937 

958 

1851 

4533 

5545 

1788 

986 

1796 

1154,2763 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 



Name of Case. 






Column 






Volume aud Page. 

of 

Digest. 


Qaeen 

V. Goracband Gope • 

• 




B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 443: S') 
W, R., Cr., 46 t 1 Ind. Jur., > 
N. S., 177. J 

4056, 6148 
5159 


V. Goreeb(3ollah 





6W. R., Cr., 4a . 

4066 


V, Goshto Lai Dutt 

• 


* 

V 

7 B. L. B., Ap., 62 : 15 W. } 
R., Cr., 68. i 

1855 


V. Gossain Luchmee Narain Pooree 
V, Gossain Munraj Pooree 


• 

• 

> 

24 W. B„ Cr., 23 

4733 


V. Gour Benode Dutt • 




( 

i 

13 B. L. R., 308, note! 21 ^ 
W. R., Cr., 10. > 

4333 


V, Gour Chunder Das • 


• 



24 W. R., Cr., 5 . 

4059 


V. Gour Chunder Roy • 





8 W. R., Cr., 2 . 

6574 


v, Gour Chund Polie . 


• 



1 W. R., Cr., 17 . 

1332 


V, Gour Churn Doss 





11 W. R., Cr., 53 

956 


V, Gouree Churn Doss 



• 


19 W. R., Cr., 38, note . 

5883 


V. Gour Mohan Sen • 



• 

( 

i 

3 B. L. R., A. Cr., 6 : 11 W.} 
R., Cr., 48. j 

6826 


V, Gour Mohun Singh 



• 


16 W. R., Cr., 44 

1968, 1900 

— 

V. Gowree Singh . . 





8 W. R., Cr., 28 . * # 

396 

— 

V, Greedhary Manjee 





7 W. R., Cr., 39 . 

720 

— 

V. Grish Chunder Sirkar • 

• 




19 W. R., Cr., 33 

5620 


Cl. Gugun Misser . • 

• 




8 W. R., Cr., 61 . 

2006, 3628 


V. Gulam Hussain . 

• 




I. L. R.. 7 Mad., 71 . 

5853 


Cl. Gullie Mullick . 

• 




W. R., 1804. Cr., 10 . 

1980 

»' — 

Cl. Gumbbeer . • 

• 




2 N. W., 234 

984 


Cl. Gunesb Lusbkar 

• 




9 W. R., Cr., 72 . 

725 


Cl. Gunesb Mana 

• 




20 W, R., Cr., 54 • . • 

4217 


Cl. Gunesb Sircar . 





7 W. R., Cr., 38 . 

4622 


Cl. Gunga Bishen 





1 W. R., Cr., 26 . 

721 


Cl. Gunga Govind Palit . 





23 W. K., Or., 21 . 

6165 


Cl. Gungarara Potdar 





24 W. R., Cr., 10 . 

5541 

_ 

Cl. Gunga Singh 





20 W. K., Cr., 36 . 

4726 

— 

Cl. Gunsha Moonda • 





20 W. R., Cr., 38 . 

20^18 

— 

Cl. Gur Baksh 





I. L. R., 1 All.. 193 

1315 

_ 

Cl. Gurib Shek 





23 W. R., Cr., 4 . 

1223 


Cl. Gurjoon Abeer . 





7 W. R.. Cr., 37 . 

5545 

— 

Cl. Guru Charan Chang . 




( 

1 

6B.L.R., Ap.,9: 14 W. R.,1 
Cr., 69. j 

4625 


Cl. Gyanee Ram . 




. 

6W. K., Cr., 78 . 

2008 

— 

Cl. Hakim Sirdar . 





2 B. L. R., S. N., 2 : 10 W. 1 
R., Cr., 36. ) 

1304 

— 

Cl. Hanmanta 





I. L. R., 1 Bom., 610 . ^ 

1726, 1797 
2757 

1 .1.... 

V. Hardewa • 



• 


5 N. W., 217 

1797 

— 

Cl. Hardy al . 





3 B. L. R., A. Cr., 35 . 

1970, 5604 

■ ■— 

Cl. Hargobind Datta Sirkar 


• 

• 


8 B. L. R., Ap., 12 

2671 

— 

Cl. Hargobind Pal . 


• 

• 


7 B. L. R., Ap., 57 

2924,2925 

— 

Cl. Haridas Kuudu . 




( 

i 

4 B. L. R., Ap., 69 : 13 W. ) 
R., Cr., 21. j 

4855 

— 

Cl. Hari Giri • 


• 


1 B. L. R., A. Cr., 11 ; 10 W. 1 
R., Cr., 2b. ) 

1330 

— 

Cl. Hariprosad Gangooly . 


• 


i 

8 B. L. R., 567 : 14 W. R., 1 
Cr., 59. j 

6162 

— 

Cl. Haroo Rujwar . 


• 


• 

i 13 W. R., Cr., 27 

5563 

— 

Cl. Harrakcband Nowlaka 


• 


, 

8 W. R., Cr., 12 . 

977,4460 

— 

Cl. Haru 


• 


• 

9 B. L. R., 146 . 

971 


Cl, Harvey 


• 


• 

20 W. R., Cr., 68 . 

4730 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEj^T. 


Name of Caao. 


Queen v. Hazar Mir Khan 

— V, Hearn 

■ V, Heera Lall Ghose 

— V. Heeramun Hulwye 

V. Heeramun Singh 

— — V. Hekmut Ali . 

■ V, Hicks 

— V, Hiddun Khan 
—— V. Hiralal Das 

— V, Hiralal Sing • 

V. Hoolas • 

~ V. Hossain Ali Chowdhry 

— V. Hossein Ali 

V, Hossein Ally 

— — V, Hosseinee . 

— V, Hossein Manjec . 

— V, Hossein Sirdar . 

— V. Hulkoree Singh . 

V. Hullodhur Ghose 

— V. Hunooman LhH . 

— V, Hurdeep Sahoy . 

~ V, Hurdut Surma . 

— — Hurgobind . 


V. Hurish Chuuder Bose 
V, Hurkiimari Dassia 
V, Huruath Roy 

V, ■■ ■ 

V. Hurnath Singh 
V. Huroo Saha 
V, Hurpaul . 

V. Hurpershad 
V, Hurree Ram 

V, Hurribole Chunder Ghose 
V, Hurri Kishen Doss 


— V. Hurro Manji 

— V. Hurry Parainanick Tanteo 

— V. Hursookh . 

• V, Hurynath Chowdhry . 

— V, Hushrut . 

— V. Hussun Ali 

— V. Huttooa 

■ V. Ichabur Dobey . 

— V, Imambandee 

V, Imamdi Bhooyah 

— V, Imamoodeen Bhiua 

— V. Ishan Dutt 

— t\ Isbree Pershad . 

• V, Ishwar Chandra Jogco 

— V. Isree Pauday 


i 

i 


i 


V 

i 




Column 

Volume and Page. 


of 

Digest. 

7 N. W., 237 

3 N. W., 128 

13 W. E., Or., 37 . 

6 W R., Cr., 6 : 1 Ind 

• 

Jur., j 

4449 

4447 

980 

735 

N. S., 97. 

8W. U.. Or., 30 . 


6603 * 

24 W. R., Or., 72 . 


5577 

10 B. L. R., An., 1 


1005 

2 N. W.. 286 


6603 

8B.L. R..422 . 


3604, 4854 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 48 : 14 W. U., 1 
Cr., 8. j 

3620 

23 W. R., Cr., 32 . 


1961 

8W. R.,Cr., 74 . 

• ■[ 

1151,6178 

6263 

6 N. W., 49 


1152 

8'B. L. R., Ap., 25 


1976 

7W.R., Cr., 47 . 


5546 

8 W. R., Or., 60 . 


727 

9W. R.,Cr,70 . 

• • 

969, 4353 

13 W. R., Cr., 17 . 

• » 

6259 

21 W. R., Cr., 61 . 

• 9 

6251, 6264 

5W. R.,Cr., 40 . 


260 

19 W. R., Cr., 5 . 


1956 

23 W. R., Cr., 27 . 


1728 

8 W. R., Cr., 68 . 


1805, 4364 

2 N. W., 336 


1796 

3 N. W., 174 


6291 

W. R., 1864, Cr., 22 


2011 

24 W. R., Cr., 10 . 

9 • 

4729 

2W. R.,Cr., 50 . 

• • 

1853,4622 

3W. R.,Cr., 54 . 

• • 

5289 

20 W. R., Cr., 22. 

• 

6)60 

16 W. R.,Cr., 20. 


2922 

4 W. R., Cr., 9 . 

• 

6570 

4 N. W., 23 


983 

3 N. W., 194 


4367 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 207 : 
R., Cr., 36. 

25 W. j 

1016, 186S 

15 W. R., Cr., 62 . 

, , 

1047 

14 B. L. R., Ap., 2, note : 21 ") 

6164 

W. R., Cr., 4. 

i 

15W. R., Cr.,5 . 


1047 

2 N. W., 479 


5604 

7W. R.,Cr.,68 . 


6237 

6W. R., Cr.,86 . 


5294 

5 N. W., 49 . 


* 5647 

3 N. W., 2 . 


5538 

4 W. R., Cr., 11 . 


5602 

•7W. R., Cr„26 . 


4494, 450 

21 W. R., Cr., 8 . 


16 

13 W. R., Cr., 7v 


4737 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 88 : 
R., Cr., 34. 

16 W. ^ 

6252, 626 

24 W. R., Cr., 49 . 

, , 

6996 

W. R., 1864, Cr., 21 

• • 

5551 

7 W. R., Cr., 56 . 

• 

2939 



6840 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 












Column 


Name of Case. 





Volume and Pace. 


of 











Digest. 

Queen v, Isree Pershad Singh 



• 


f 

9 B. L. R.; Ap., 44 : 18 
p r!r 

w. 1 

4737 


... 






20 W. R.. Or.. 18 . 



4728, 4731 





• 






V. Issen Mundle 






00 

O 

CO 



343 


V. Issur Chunder Ghose 






14 W. R., Cr., 53 . 



1980 


V. Issur Rant 

• 





8 W. R.,Cr., 63 . 



5153 


V, Itwaree Dome • 

• 

■ 




6 W. R., Cr., 83 . 



2756 


V, Itwarya 


• 

• 


] 

14 B. L. R., Ap., 1 

14 B. L. R., 54 : 22 

W. 

K.,\ 

6164 

1267, 4116 




• 

• 


i 

Cr., 14. 


) 


V, Jackson • 





i 

13 B. I. R., 474: 22 

W. 


2903 





* 

i 

20. 


) 



V. Jadub Chunder Biswas 

f 




W. R., 1864, Cr., 15 



1965 


V. Jaffif AH . 






19 W. R., Cr., 57 . 



1020, 1297 


V. Jaganath • 


• 




7 N. W., 133 



1317 


V. Jaga Poly 


• 




11 W. R., Cr., 39 



399, 1801 

^ — • 

V. Jagatmal • 


, , 




I. L R., 1 All., 162 



1315,1318 


V, Jageshur Pershad 






6 N. W., 66 



2009 


V. Jaha Bux . 






8 W. R., Cr., 81 . 



2011 


V. Jaichand Mundle 






7 W. R., Cr., 60 . 



4055 


V, Jaipal Koireo 






11 W. K., Cr., 6 , 



4431 


V. Jakir 






22W. R., C., 39 . 



7(»8 


V, Juloo Sirdar 






W. R., 1864, Cr., 18 



464 


V, Jamal • . 






16 W. R., Cr., 7C . 



6548 


Jamurha • • 






7 N. W., 137 


1 

710,1164 

1284 


V, Jan Mahomed • 





f 

3 B. L. R., A. Cr., 47 

: 12 W. ) 1 

3619 







< i 

R., Cr., 41. 


) 


V. Jeobun Sheikh . 





j 

9 W. R., Or., 4 . 



4720 


V. Jeeiiut Bebee , 






1 W.R.,Or.,46 . 



1327 


V. Jeetoo Chowdry , 



, * 



4 W. R., Cr . 23 . 



5545 


V. Jeetun Khan 






11 W. R.. ' 45 . 



5603 


V. Jema • . 






8 W. R . 40 . 



1007 


V. Jcolall 






is,\j vv. K., Cr., i 



4()26 



V. Jetoo 






I.L. R., 1 A11..1' 



1011 


IK Jhantah Noshyo 






• /6i ; 



5516 


V. Jliapoo 









4723 


V, Jhurree • 






^'ii.rcr.. 41 : 



1003 


V. JhuiTiip • 






£>.9. W., 133 



2938 


V. Jodoonath Shaha 






23 W. R., Cr., .33 . 



1270, 5911 


V, Joge Poly 





s 

7 B. L. R., 67, note : 
R., Cr., 39. 

11 W.| 

399, 1801 


V. Joge.shur Bagdee 






7 W. R., Cr , 109 . 



5882 


V. Jogo Mohun Mala 






21 W. R., Cr., 5 . 



2623 


V. Johrie Singh 




• 


22 W. R., Cr., 28 . 



5909 


V. Joomnee . 




• 


8 W. R., ('r., 16 . 



1809 


V, Jotee Ghoraee 




• 


1 W. R.. Cr., 7 . 



2581 


V, Joyah Mohun Chunder 





14 W. R., Cr., 19 . 



5551 


«J.Joygopal . 


• 




4 W. R., Cr., 4 



2581 


V, Joykishen Lall . 


• 




12 W. R., Cr., 46 . 



4750 


V, Joynaraiu Patro 


• 




20 W. R , Cr., 66 . 



2600 


V. Judoo 






6W. R.,Cr., 6 ) . 



687 


V. J uggurnath Singh 






2 W. R., Cr., 55 . 



5996 


V. Juggut Chunder Dutt 






6W. R.,Cr.,81 . 



1968 


V. Jugroop Ugrabee 






3 N. W.. 311 


• 

972 


V. Jumdem Singh . 






12 W. R.,Cr, 73 . 


• 

1793, 6260 


V. J uniiruddin 



• 



23 W. R., ( r., 58 . 



1290 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


664a 


Name of Case. 


Queen v. Junglioo Klian . 

Jungle Lfill 

— — V. Jungli Beldar . 

— — V. Justices of the Peace for Calcutia 


- 

V. Kabil Cazec 




V. Kabil Manji 


— 

V. Kabul Pattur • • 

• 



V. Kfidar Khan 

• 

— 

V. Kiidav Kavuttan • 

• 

_ 

V. Kadir Bux 


— 

V. Kadir Bux alias Kadir Mahomed 

— 

V. Kahichand Boidyo 




V. KaJa CJiand Pal • 


— 

V. Kalai 


— 

V. Kala Khan 


_ 

V. Kalaram Singh • • 

• 

— 

V, Kaleechuru . . 


— 

V. Kali Chandra Shah • 

• 


V, Kali Charan Das 

• 


V. Kali Charan Misser 



V. Kali Churn Garigooly . 

• 


y. Kalichiun Lahoorec 

• 

« 


V. Kalikaprasad 



v. Kalil 



V. Kalinaih Biswas 



V, Kaliiiath Nag Chowdlivy 



V. Kalipiiddo Porainaiiick 



V. Kalisaukar Saudyal • 



V. Kali Sirkar 

♦ 



V, Kalla Chand Doss 



V. Kallachand Moitrec • 



V. Kally Bhyrub Saudyal 



V, Kally Churn Gaugouly 



V. Kalu Mai 


— 

V, Kaluudar Doss • 


— 

V. KaW Kishore Uoy 


— 

if. Kumal Fukeer 



v» Kaminee Dossee 


— 

Kanhai Shahu 



V. Kanjamalai Padayachi 




V. Katitiram . , 


— 

V. Kanyo Sheikh 


— 

V. Karoem Bux , , 




V. Karoo 


— 

V. Karri Papayamma 




Volume and Pajce. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 


3W.R.,Cr.,36 . 



6191 

• 

19 W. R., Cr., 4D . 

• 


1973 

. 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 47 

• 


73 


1 B. L. R., 0. Cr., 41 

; IS 

w.> 

n 

i 

1 R., Cr., 44, note. 


j 

IJ oJi 


2Ind.Jur., N. S..182 . 


3781 


3 B. L. U., A. Cr., 1 

• 

, 

6069 


2 B. L. R., A. C., 23 

• 

, 

4117 


15W. R.,Cr., 4 . 

• 

, 

3862 


I. L. R., 5 Mad., 380 


, 

4723 


4 Mad., 18 . . 


, 

1982 


3 N. W., 16 


, 

736 


11 W.R., Cr., 17 . 



5514 


8W. R.,Cr.,18 . 



5564 


24 W. R., Cr., 29 

• 


1009 


3 W. R., Cr , 57 . 

# 


2623 


12 W. R., Cr., 23 

• 


709 


7 W. R., Cr., 8 . 



706, 714 


3W. R., Cr., 10 . 



2590 

! 

7 B. L. R., 322 : 16 
Cr., 13. 

AV. 

R.,.j 

4492 


6 B. L. R., Ap., 86 : 

15 

W.) 

725 

1 

R., Cr., 17. 


i 

• 

7 B. L. R., Ap., 65 

• 

V 

980, 5994 

( 

7 W. R., Cr., 2 . 

• 

! 

1802, 5165 
6265 

• 

21 W. R., Cr..‘ll 

, 

• 

19 

• 

9W. R., Cr., 64 . 


• 

711, 1264 


6 B. L. R., Ap., 82, note 
W. R., Cr.,‘6. 


4101 


11 AV. R., Cr., 18 


• 

4117 

s 

1 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 116 : 
R.. Cr., 18. 

15 

W. 1 

4724 

‘ 

9 W. R., Cr., 1 . 

, 

• 

1326 

* 

23 W. R., Cr., 43 . 

, 

. 

736 


3 B. L. R., A. Cr., 14 

. 

. 1 

6552 

( 

1 

4 B. L. R., Ap., 1 ; 
R., Or., 1. 

13 

w.j’l 

908, 3603 
0183, 0252 
6259 


11 W. R., Cr., 21 . 

• 

. 

314 


7 W. R.. Cr., 99 . 

• 

. 

4693 


11 W. R., Cr., 52 . 

• 

. 

4738 


6 W. R., Cr., 92 . 

• 

• 

1792 


7 W. K., Cr , 103 


• 

6273 


2 N. W., 1CM3 


« 

6265 


25 W. R., Cr., 68 


. 

4504 


17 W. li., Cr., 50 


, 

' 1809 


12 W. R., Cr., 25 



1804, 2582 


23 W. R., Cr., 40 


1 

460, 4626 
6044 


L L. R., 6 Mad , 372 


• 

1307 


IW. R.,Cr., 24 : 


• 

6189 


AV. R., 1864, Cr., 38 


• 

6265 


3 N. AV., 30 

• 


1260 


6 VV. R., Cr., 44 . 

• 


724 


I. L. R., 4 Mud., 230 



3743 


6642 


TABLK OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


— 







Columu 


Name of Case, 





Volurao aud Papfo. 

of 







UijfeBt. 

Queen 

V. Kartick Ch under Holdar 




. 

9 W. K., Cl-., 68 . . 1 

1792, 1969 
1989, 5514 


V. Kashee Nath Chuugo . 





8W.R., Cr.,84 . 

6551 


V. Kasim Ali 





15 W. li., Ct., 67 . 

4534 

•—i.. 

V. Kasim Shaikh . 





23 W. K., Cr , 32 . 

2779 


V. Kasseeraoddeen . f 





4 VV. B., Or., 38 . 

1331 


V. Kassim Ally 





11 W. K., Cr., 10 . 

5675 


V. Kassimuddiu 

« 




8 W. ll, Cr., 55 . 

1154 


V. Kassy Siu^h 

9 




21 W. K., Cr., 61 . 

6251, 6264 


V Kazim Mundle • 




( 

17 W. R., t r., 49 . 

2 13. L. R., P. 11., 26 : 10 W, I 

143, 4436 

264 


V, Kazim Thakoor . 




1 

K., Cr., 46. i 


V, Keifa Singh 

• 




3W. R., Or., 16 . 

5573 


V. Keilasum Gutter 





5 Mad., 373 • . • 

1969 


V, Kendra Kaniar , 





7 W. R., Cr., 97 . 

1349 


V. Keshub 13hoonia 





25W. R.. Cr., 8 . 

1021 

— — 

V. Kewal Dosad 





W. K., 1864, Cr., 36 . 

4058 

- 

V. Khader Moidin . 



• 


1. L. R., 4 M»d., 236 . 

3576, 4371 


V. Khadim Sheik • 



• 


4 B. L. R., A. Cr., 7 

14 

— 

V. Khan Mahomed • 



• 


24 W. R., Cr., 63 . 

3622 


V. Khfidun Misser . 





7 W. R., Cr., 54 . 

1335 

_ 

V Khemee Singh . 





1 W. R., Cr., 19 . 

6065 

— — 

V. Kheraj Mullah . 





11 B. L. R., 33 . . . 

6913 

■ 

V. K better Nath Ghose . 





n W. R., Cr., 60 . 

118 

— — 

V. Klieiter A^ath Shaha . 




• 

22 W. K., Cr., 31 . 

73 

— 

V, Khoab Lall 




• 

9 W. R., Cr., 66 . 

709, 1980 


V. Khoaz Sheikh 





5 W. R., Cr., 20 . 

6573 

— - 

V, Khodabux Fakeer 

• 




10 W. R., Cr., 52 . 

4057 

— 

V. Khoifderaiu 

• 




8 W. R., Cr., 39 . 

2901 


V. Khotub Sheikh . . 

• 




6 W. R., Cr., 17 . 

724 

_ 

V. Khoyrat Ally Beg 





3 W. R., Cr , 60 . 

1348 

-■ — 

V. Khukree Ooram 



• 


21 W. R., Cr., 48 

1021 


V. Khyroo 



• 


2 N. W.. 289 

2028 

— 

V. Khyroolla 




i 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., Ap., 11 ; 6 > 
W. R., Cr., 21; ) 

1802 

. 1 M— 

V. Kidar Nath 





7N.W., 233 

4730 

_ 

V. Kishen Pershad 





2N. W., 202 

2008, 2897 

■ ■ 1..— 

V, Kishto Doha 





14 W. R., Cr., 16. 

36)03 

. - 

V. Kishtoram Doss 





13 W. R., Cr., 59 . 

2923 



V. Kissoree Pater . 





7 W. R., Cr., 35 . . • 

1349 



V. Kisto Chunder Ghose 





2 W. R., Cr., 68 . 

6029 

1 1 .1 

V. Kisto Mundul . • 





7 W. R., Cr., 8 . . . 

1004, 1790 


V, Kisto Soouder Deb 





2 W. R., Cr-. 5 . . . 

2015 


V. Koa 





19 W. R., Cr., 48 . 

24 

■ ■ , 

V. Kodai Kahar 





6 W. R., Cr., 6 . . . 

1004 


V. Kola 




< 

4 B. L. R., A. Cr., 4 : 12 W. 

1976 

• 





R., Cr., 66. j 


V, Komul Kishen . 

• 

• 

9 


11 W. R., Cr., 36 . 

6539 

i. ■„■■■ 

V, Komul Manjee . 

• 

• 

• 

• 

7 W, R., Cr., 13 . 

3627 

- 

V. Komurooddee Sikhdar 


• 

9 

. 

13 W. R.,Cr., 17 . 

7 W. R., Cr., 48 . 

6602 

■ 

V. Koonee 




• 

453 

— 

V. Koonjo Leth 

• 

• 


1 

11 B.L. R., 14: 20 W. R., 1 
Cr., 1. j 

*6166 


V. Kojordan Singh . 


• 



3W. R.,Cr., 16 . 

2938 

_ 

V. Koylas Boona . 




. 

22 W. R., Cr., 8 . 

74 


V. Kripamoyee Chassanee 



9 

. 

8W. R., Cr., 35 . 

2005 


V. Krishnama 



• 

• 

L L. B., 6 Mad., 230 • 

3607 



table of cases in the digest. 


6643 


Kamc of Coho. 


Queen v, Krisno Clmrn 
t>. Krisitendro Hoy 

— — V, Kristna llau 

— V. Kudum 

- — V. Kuluni Slioikb 

V. Kulliaii Sinj'h 

V. Kullimoodeen 

V. Kiiltaran Singh 

■ - V. Kumarasami 


V. Kuuiodinikant Bauerjco Chowdhry 


V, Kunee Sonar 
V, ICunhiya . 

V, Kmij Beharee 
Kurcem 
V, Kyanmt , 


Lachmipat Singh 


V, Lahai Mundul . 
V. Lakkun Saiithal 


— V. Lalchand Kowrah 


V. Lai Oumul 
V, Lai la Chowbey 
V, Lall Beharee Sin 
V. Lall Mahomed 
V. Lalloo Singh 
r. Lall Singh 




tK Lai Mahomed 


— V. Lekhrflj 

— V. Lokenath Shaha 

Luchince Peishad 

V. Luehoo 

V. Luckheo Singh • 

V. Luckhinarain Agoori . 

V. Luckhy Narain Nagory 

V. Lucky Narain Dutt 

■ V. Lukhini Agradanini. . 
~ V. Lukhnn Dose 

V. Luntro Singh • , 

' V. Luteet' Hossein . • 

"" ' V. Luthi Bewa . . 

— V. Macdonald 

V. Madan Mohun . 

— — — V. Madan Mundul . 

• V. Madaree 

— V. Madhoo Churn . , 

— V. Madhoosurun 

V. Madhub Ch under Giri 


V. Madhub Chunder Misser 

V, Magenee Behara 



Volume and Pa^o. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 


16 W. R., Or., 66 


^22 


7 W. R., Cr., 30 . 

7 Mad., 58 • 


4725, 6541 
6513, 5520 


i 

5527 


W. R., 1864, Cr., 13 . 


16, 4384 


10 W. R., Cr., 39 


1788 


2 N. W., 468 


6027 


7 W. R., Cr., 63 . 


19 


I. li. R., 1 All., 129 


1314, 1318 


2 Mad., 331 


4385 

1 

9 B. L. R., Ap., 30 : 18 
R., Cr., 44. 

W.| 

4724 


7 W. R., Cr., 67 . 


6537 


4 N. W., 164 


4722 


6 N. W., 187 


1222 


11 W. R., Cr., 16 . 


709 


Vf. R., 1864, Cr., 1 


6265 

V 

1 

5 B. L. R., Ap., 81 : 14 W. 7 
R , Cr., 17. » 

4095,4107 

. 

7 W. R , Cr., 29 . 


2599 

( 

21 W. R., Cr., 66 . 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 147 


1839 


Ind. Jur., N. S., 83 : 5 
R., Cr. 23. 

w. > 

1980 


2N.W.,11 


2010 


2 N. W., 49 


1151,6263 


11 W. R., Cr., 50 


4730 


6 N. W., 284 

• 

6271 


8 W. R., Cr., 64 . 

• 

967, 958 


10 W. R., Cr., 39 


956 


6 N. W., 270 


6270 


22 W. R., Cr., 82 


•736 


2 N. W., 133 : Agra, P. 

B.,1 

3620, 5612 


Ed. 1874,206. 

s 

5514, 6618 


W. R., 1864, Cr., 12 . 


4383 


19 W. R., Cr., 43 . 


24 


5 N. W., 86 


1014 


12 W. R., Cr., 23 . 


4364 


23 W. R., Cr., 61 . 


6163 


24 W. R., Cr., 18 . 


148, 2923 


20 W. R., Cr., 50 . 


1854 


22 W. R., Cr., 27 . 


4350 


2W. R.,Cr., 62 . 


2583 


14 W. R., Cr., 18. 


256 


10 W. R., Cr., 1 . 


4094 


3 B. L. R., A. Cr., 26 . 


1982 


10 B. L. R., Ap., 2 


lfe32 


22 VV. R., Cr., 6 . 


6030 


G N. W., 302 


984 


16 W. R., Cr., 71 


2732 


3 W. R., Cr., 2 . 


6992 


13 VV. R., Cr., 61 . • , 


4104, 4505 


7 W. R., Cr., 40 . 


20 


21 W. R., Cr., 13 . 

] 

149, 26a 
1270 


13 W. R., Cr., 45 


1048 


11 W. R., Cr., 3 . 


1335 



6644 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Kame of Case. 


Qne^ V, Mahadeo • , . • . 

— V, Maharaj Misser 

V. Maha Singjh . . . . 

V. Mahbub Kban • . . . 

— V. Mabendra Narayan Bangabbuslian 

— V, Mabendranatb Cbatterjee . 

•— V, Mabima Cbandra Cbuckerbutty . 


V, 


V, Mabima Chandra Dass 

V. Mabim Cbandra Cbuckerbutty . 

— - V, Mubmood Hossein 

■ — V, Mahomed Afzul 

V. Mahomed Akhir alias Totah Meeah 

V. Mahomed Ali .... 

— V, Mahomed Elim 

V. Mahomed Hoorn ay oon Shaw 

V, Mahomed Hossaiu . • . 

— V. Mahomed Hossein 

— v» Maitbya Gazee .... 

— V, jJilajobur Roy .... 

— • V. Malapa bin Kapana . ' . 

- — ■ V. Marimuttu .... 

— V. Man . . • 

■ V. Mana Singh .... 

— — V. Manphool .... 

— Mata Dyal .... 

— V, Matam Mai .... 

— V. Mati Kbowa .... 

- V. Meajan ..... 

— V. Meajau Sheikh .... 

V, Meares ..... 

— V. Megha Meeah .... 

— V. Mehar Dowalia .... 

— V, Menazoodin .... 

— V, Meriam ..... 

V. Methi Mullah .... 

V, Mewa Lall .... 

— • i;. Mina Nuggerbhatin . 

■ V, Misree Lall .... 

V. Misser Sheikh .... 

— V, Mitto Singh .... 
V. Mittun Chowdhry 

— V Mobarick ..... 

V. Modhoo Paul .... 

— - V, Modhoosoodun Shaw . 

— ■ V. Modoosoodun Day 




Volume and I’age. 


. W. R., 1864, Cr., 16 . 

C 7 B. L. B., Ap., 66 : 16 W.^ 
I B., Cr., 47. i 

. 3N.W.,27 

. 1 B. L. B., 0. Cr., 39 . 

. IB. L. U.,A. Cr.,7 . 

. 5 B. L. B., Ap., 39 

f 4 B. L. B., Ap., 77 : 12 W. I 
I B., Cr., 77. 5 

< 7 B. L. B., 26 : 16 W. B.. ^ 

1 Cr., 45. ) 

( 6 B. L. B., Ap., 108 : 15 W. ( 
) B., Cr.. 37. I 

. 6 B. L. B., A. Cr., 67 . 

. 2 N. W., 298 

. 7 W. B.. Cr., 59 . 

. 12 W. B., Cr., 17 . 

. 13 W. B., Cr., 50 . 

. 3 VV. B.,Cr,,40,. 

( 13 B. L. B., 324 : 21 W. B., > 
i Cr., 72. i 

. 16 W. B , Cr., 37 

• W. B., 1864, Cr., 31 , 

. 1 N. W., Ed. 1873, 293 

. 6 W. B., Cr , 42 . 

• 21W. B , Cr., 11 

. 11 Bom., 196 

. I. L. B., 4 Mad., 243 . 

. 6N. W., 235 

. 7 W. B., Cr., 103 

. 6 N. W., 240 

. 4N. W., 6 . . < 

. 22 W. B., Cr., 34 

5 3 B. L. B., A. Cr., 36 : 12 f 
i W. E., Cr.. 31. I 

. 4 W. B., Cr., 6 . 

. 20 W. B., Cr., 50 

< 14B. L. B., 106: 22 W. B., 

i Cr., 64. > 

• 2W. B.,Cr., 39 . 

. 16 W. B., Cr., 63 . 

2W. E , Cr., 33 . 

( 1 B. L. E., A. Cr., 6 : 10 W. ^ 
I B., Cr.. 10. ) 

• 13 W. B , Cr., 49. 

• 13 W. B., Cr., 53 . 

. 3 AV\ B., Cr., 6 . . . 

. 3 W. B., Cr., 19 . 

• 4N. W., 117 

. 14 W. B., Cr., 9 . 

• 3 W. B., Cr., 41 . 

• 11 W. B., Cr., 53 . 

. 7W. B.,Cr.,28 . 

■ 3 W. E., Cr., 9 . . . 

. 7W. E.,Cr.,23 , 

. 3W. B.,Cr.,61 . 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


722 

709, 1962 

3603 

4450 

463 

6679 

6262 

5512, 6616 

263, 343 
1788 

970, 2270 
1258 
4733 
2(K)5 
2778 
4055 

1977 

1963, 5517 
4055 
6291 
1331 
1289 
24 
604() 
1335 
6068 
4703 

1953, 1961 
5G02 

398 

1789, 1970 
2781 

1950 
6161 

2902 

2583 

711, 5994 
5564 

5575 

397 

4718 

399 
6565 
5540 
1801 
4626 
4432 

1951 
2938 
2008 
1990 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6645 


Name of Case. 


Queen v, Modun Mohun Pal Cliowdhry 
V, Mohamed 

— V. Mohan undo Bhundary 

V. Mohesh Biswas 

— V. Mohesh Chunder Acharjee . 

V, Mohesh Chunder Chuttopadhia 

— — V. Mohesh Chunder Roy 

V. Mohesh Chunder Sircar 

V. Mohima Chunder Chuckerbutty 

V. Mohiua Chunder Sil 

V. Mohit Pandey . . 

— V. Mohun Banfor . 

V. Mohuiee .... 

V. Moizudin .... 

V. Mokee . . « . 

■ ■ - V. Moneeah • . 

V. Mon Mohun Roy 

V, Mookhtaram Mundlc . 

— V. Mooktaram Sirdar 

V. Mookun .... 

V. Moondeo .... 

— V Moonee Doobey . . 

V. Moonsai Bibee • 

V. Moorut Lall 

V. Moorut Mahton . 

V. Moosubroo . . • 

V. Mootkee Kora . 

V. Morly Sheikh . 

V. Motee Jolaha 

V. Mothoora Nath Roy . 

V. Mowjan alias Nane Khan . 

— V. Mozafar Khalifa 

— V. Mndduii Ally . , 

V. Mudduu Moinin Bose 

V. Muddun Mohun Podar 

V. Mudhoo Dutt 

V. Mudhoosoodun Roy 

V. Mndsooddeen 

Miikta Singh 

th Mullick Jeechoo 

Mungroo .... 

— V. Mungul Dass 

— V. Muppen .... 

V. Mustafa .... 

— - V. Muthoorapershad Panday 

■ V. Muthoora Singh 

V. Muttee Nush vo . 

V. Mutturanian Chetti . 

V. Muttu Reddi 

V. Muzhur Hossein 

V. Nabadwip Goswaini . 

— V. Nabi Saheb . , . 


Volume and Page. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 

23W. R.,Cr.,7 . 

5496 

23 W. R., Cr., 11 . 

4059 

5 W. R., Cr., 16 . 

5574 

10 B. L. R., 465, note: 19 > 

1022 

W. R., Cr., 16. j 

6W. R., Cr.,20 . 

711 

2W. R.,Cr., 13 . 

267 

24 W. R . Cr., 67 . 

4488 

3W. R., Cr., 13 . 

6546 

5 W. R.. Cr., 77 . 

1980 

16 W. R.. Cr., 42 . 

737, 2937 

3N. W., 316 

18 

22 W. R., Cr., 38 . 

6265 

2 N. W., 393 .. . 

6254 

11 W. R., Cr., 41 . 

4624 

12 W. R., Cr., 16 . 

1333, 4624 

11 W. R., Cr., 38 . 

6560 

24 W. R., Cr., 33 . 

1807, 6881 

17 W. R., Cr., 45 . 

• 727 

23 W. R , Cr.. 18 . 

1350 

12 W. R.,Cr,22 . 

6262 

13 W. R., Cr., 23 . 

2582 

2 N. W., 1S9 . . . 

4728 

24 W. R., Cr., 64 . 

1798 

6W. R.,Cr., 93 . 

1989 

8W. R..Cr.,3 . 

5516 

8 W. R., Cr., 37 . 

712 

2 W. R., Cr., 1 . . . 

6674 

6W. R., Cr..61 . 

259, 460 

5W. R., Cr., 66 . 

1349 

22 W. R., Cr., 72 

4385 

20 W. R., Cr., 69 

1838 

9 B. L. R., Ap., 36 

4100 

1 W. R., Cr , 27 . 

5560 

7 W. R., Cr., 22 . 

4366 

3 W. R., Cr., 34 . 

20 

14 W. R., Cr., 71 

254 

16 W. R., Cr., 49 

6249 

2 N. W., 148 .. . 

2590, 6263 

4 B. L. R., A. Cr., 15: 13^ 
W. 11., Cr., 60. ) 

2768, 6248 

23 W. R., Cr., 12 

345 

6N. W.,293 

2939 

710, 1799 

33 W. R., Cr., 28 . { 

1961 

7 Mad., 233 . . • 

6884 

1 W. E., Or., 15 . 

26*?3 

3 W. R., Cr., 10 . 

460 

18 W. R , Cr., 66 

6165 

W. R., 1864, Or., 18 . 

1789 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 325 . 

895 

I L. R., 6 Mad., 199 . 

3569 

5 N. W., 208 .. . 

5290 

1 B. L. R., 0. Cr., 16 : 15 W.C 

396, 1807 
2782, 2896 

R., Cr., 71, note. ^ 

6028 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 247 . 

3583 


10 p 2 



6646 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Queen v, Nachimuttu 

V. Nadi Chand Poddar 

V, Naga 

— — V. Nagardi Paramanik 

V. Naiada 

- V, Naimuddi Sheikh alias Abbas Sheikh 

V, Nakori Paroee . 

V, Nakur Sircar 

V. Nandkumar Bose 

V, Narain 

— V, Naraina 
V, Narain Acharj . 

V, Narain Singh 

— V. Narapureddy 

■ — V, Narayan Naik . 

■ ■ — V. Nai’sing Narayan 

V, Nawab Jan 

V. Nawab Khan 

— V. Nawab Singh 

— V, Neela Bibee 

— V. Neetie Dulal 

— V, Nehal Mahtee . 

— V. Nga Cho • 

V. Nga Shoay-De • 

■ V. Niaz Ali . 

— — V, Nidamarti Nagahhusbanam 
— *— V. Nidheeram Bagdee 

v. Ni] abut H ossein 

V, Nijannnd . 

V, Nim Chand Mookerjee 

— V, Niruni 

— «. Nirunjun Singh 

— Nittar Mundle . 

— V. Nitto Gopal Paulit 
V. Nityo Gopal Dass Byragee 

— V. Nohin Chunder Banerjee 

V, Nobin Chunder- Holdar 

V, Nobin Chunder Sirkar 

V. Nobocoomar Banerjee . 

— Vt Nobokisto Ghose 

— V, Nodiar Chand Koondoo 
•“— 17. Nokul Nusbyo • 

V. Nomal 

V, Noorkban Chowdhry . 

V, Notobur Bera 

— V. Notabur Nundy 
V. Noujan 


Volume and Page. 


I. L. R., 7 Mad., 18 

24 W. R., Cr., 1 . 

23 W. K.. Cr., 24 

1 B. L. R., A. Cr., 3 
R., Cr., 3. 

I. L. R., 1 All., 43 
14W. R.,Cr., 7 . 

25 W. R., Cr., 31 . 

6 B. L. R., 729 . 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 149 

7 N. W., 209 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 241 

8 W. R., Cr.;*80 . 

14 W. R., Cr., 20 . 

4 Mad., 242 

6 B. L. R., 660 . 

2 B. L. R., A. Cr., 
10 W. R., Cr., 1. 

8 W. R., 19 
7W. R., Cr.,26 . 

3 B. L. R., A. Cr., 9 
10 W. R., Cr., 33 . 

8 W. R., Cr., 41 . 
9W. R., Cr., 13 . 

0 B. L. R., Ap., 98 : 
R., Cr., 2. 

19 W. R., Cr., 68. 

5 N. W., 80 

7 Mad., 119 

18 W. R.. Cr , 45 

1 N. W., Ed. 1873, ; 

3 W. R., Cr., 60 . 

20 W. R., Cr., 41 . 

7W. R., Cr., 49 . 

2 N. W., 431 
3W. R, Cr,38 . 

13 W. R., Cr., 69 . 

24 W. R., Cr., 80 . 

13 B. L. R., Ap., 2 
R., Cr., 70. 

6W. R., Cr., 79 . 

12 W. R., Cr., 39 

14 W. R., Cr., 12 

8 W. R., Cr., 87 . 

14 W. R., Cr., 70 
7 W. R., Cr., 27 . 

4 B. L. R., A. Cr., 
R., Cr., 69. 

IW.R., Cr.,11 . 

15 W. R., Cr., 87 

1 Ind. Jur., N, S., ^ 

7 Mad., 375 



Column 

of 

Digest. 

\ 

4691 • 
1264, 3604 

1 

4854, 5837 

, , 

1021 

10 

3 

259 

6574 


6570 


2926 


1767 


4361 


6067 


3569 

f 

1983 

1046, 1295 

; i 

6258 


6160 

, , 

967 

7, note:'^ 

) 

4732 

343, 724 


721 


5523 


2937 


1534, 6606 


905 

: 15 W.| 

120 


6548 

• • 

4781 

» • 

1336 


6165 

)4 

4727 

958, 1987 

V 

17, 1966 

1 

2582, 5164 

S 

15, 1800 

1 

1865, 1960 


4730 

• • 

4121 

• .• 

4621 


1003 

i: 20 W.’”^ 

2023, 6164 

J 

5995 


1260, 1261 


6030 


720, 1790 

• i 

1805, 1956 

§ • 

6567 


1331 

: 12 W.) 
3 

1976 

2623 


6267 


706 

• 

6661 

1 



I 


TABLE OF OASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6(547 


Name of Case. 


Queen v, Nonrjan . . . 

V. Nowabdeo . . 

V, Nubas Mnhton , 

V. Nujeebutoollab . 

V. Nujnah . . • . 

V. Nnjiira Ali 

V. Niinda .... 
V. Nundmobiin Sirkar 
V. Nunhoo .... 
V. Nuiikoo Doss 
V. Nurput Sinjjli . 

V. Nursingb Narain 

V. Nusseer-ood-deeii 
V. Niissurooddeen Sbazwal 
V, Nussuruddin 
V. Nuzee Nushyo 
V. Nuzur Ali 
V, Nyaz Ali . 

V. Nyn Singh 

V. Nytaram M y tee 
V. Obboy Churn Cbuckerbutty 
V. Ufatulla .... 

V, Okboy Coomar Shaw . 

V. Oman .... 

V. Omerto Lall . 

V. Oojeer .... 

V. Coma Moyee Debea 
V, Oomrao Singh . 

V. Ooram Sniigra . 

V. Oottum Dlioba . 

V. Oottur Narain Singh . 

V. Ootuin Cbund . 

V. Oo/cerun .... 
V, Fagaree Shaha . 

V, Paiany Chetty . 

V. Panbee Aurut 
V. Panna .... 
V. Panna Lall Mookerjee. 

V. Parasurama Naikar 

V. Parbutty Churn Cbnckerbutty 
V. Parbutty Churn Sircar 
V. Parks .... 
V. Pattachi .... 
V. Paun Pandah 
V. Peai’i Raur 
Pelkoo Nushyo . 

V, Pemkoer .... 
V, Poriannau , 

V. Peterson .... 
V. Petumbur Dhoobee 
V. Phomonee Ahum . , 


Column 


Volume and Pago. 


of 

Digest. 


f 6 B. L. R., Ap., 34 : 14 W. ^ 
i R., Cr., 39. j 

. W. R., 1864, Cr., 11 . 

. 8 W. R., Cr., 65 . 

. 9 W. R., Cr., 20 . 

. 22 W. R, 68 . . . 

. 6 W. R., Cr., 41 . 

. 4 N. W., 133 .. . 

. 12 W. R., Cr., 33 

. 9 W. R., Cr., 28 . 

. 2 W. R., Cr, 48 . . . 

. 4 N. W., 86 . . . 

( 2 B. L. R , A. Cr., 7, note ; 

} 10 W. R., Cr., 1. j 


4377 

4623 

972 

2009 

258 

1791, 2007 
453 
6045 
23 
2583 
1049 

5543 


( 


2N. W.,461 
11 W. R., Cr., 24 
21 W. R., Cr., 5 . 

15 W. R.. Cr., 62 . 

6 N. W., 39 . . . 

25 W. R., Cr., 47 
2N. W., 117: Agra, F. B., ) 
Ed. 1874, 196. ) 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 171 
3W. R.,Cr., 19 . 

6 B. L. R., 381 . 


4733 

1967, 5601 
1289 

1806, 6192 
1152 
461 

3100, 5146 
5148 
343 

1802, 2690 
5494 


( 13 B. L. R., 307 : 21 W. R., } 
i Cr., 68. > 


4832 


6 N. W., 130 
19 W. R., Cr., 32 
6 W. R., Cr., 17 . 
13 W. R., Cr., 26 


1297 

4729 

2938 

6514 


3 N. W., 317 
6W. R., Cr., 82 . 
19 W. R., Cr., 38 
8 W. R., Cr., 79 . 

2 N. W., 287 

7 W. R., Cr., 98 . 

19 W. R., Cr., 61 

4 Mad., 61 

15 W. R., Cr., 66 
7 N. W., 371 
19 W. R., Cr., 4 . 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 329 


965 

6673 

6167 

1975 
6520 
2937 
1808 

1976 
6648 

461 

966, 4610 
981, 6264 
6269 


14 W. R., Cr., 13 
3W. R.,Cr., 57 • 

10 W. R., Cr., 6 . 

I. L. R.. 7 Mad., 161 
18 W. R., Cr., 28 
8W. R., Cr., 40 . 
2W. R.,Cr.,42 . 
5N.W.,38 
I. L. R., 4 Mad., 241 
I. L. R., 1 All., 316 
14 W.dL, Cr., 10 
8 W. R., Cr., 78 . 


. 1261,, 1789 

504 
2904 
3669 
17 

6168 

. 4367,4625 
1336 

. 3569, 4356 
586 

. 1798, 1800 
4057 



TAIJLK OF CASES IN THE DIGEST, 


Name of Caixe, 


Volume and PajfC. 


Queen v. rhoolchand alias PLoleel Aliir 

-- — ■ V. Phoollee Misser . • 

««■ — V, Piran .... 
— — V. Pittambur Sirdar 

V. Pitti Singh 

V. Pochun Churg . 

V. Poholee Mullick 

V, Pooran Jolalia . 

— V, Poovno Chimder Doss 

V. Poorun .... 

• V. Poorusoolah Sikhdar . 

V. Poosarain 

• V. Pooshoo .... 

V. Poran Alai 

V. Poromeshur Aheer 

— V, Powell .... 
Prankissen Bid 

— V. Prankisto Pal 

— V, Prem Chund Ousowal 

■ i\ Prosonno Bose . 

V, Prosonno Chunder Gossarai . 

V. Prosunno Coomar Aloitro 

V. Protab Chandra Barooah 

v. Puban .... 

V. Pubon .... 

V. Punai Fattama • 

V. Punamalai 

— 0 . Puncbanun Tan tee 

V, Puriag Singh 

— V, Puma Chandra Banerjee 

V. Purnannnd Barick 

— — V. Pursoram Doss . • 

V, Radhakanth Paul 

V. Radhakishen Sein 

> 0 , Kadhanath Dosadh 

V. Radbu Jana .... 

V. Radbu Sing 

■ — Raj Coomar Banerjee 

— - V. Rajcoomar Bose 

«. Rajcoomar Mookerjce 

V, Rajcoomar Singh 

— V, Rajkishore Roy 
V. Rajkisto Doss 

■ V. Rajkrishna Biswas 

V. Rajkrishna Mitter 

V, Kajoo Ghose 


8 W. R., Cr., 11 . 

12 W. R., Cr., 72 

13 B. L. R., Ap., 4 

7 W. R., Cr., 25 . 

8 W. U., Cr., 37 . 

2 W. R.. Cr., 35 . 

12 W. R., Cr., 28 
11 W. R., Cr., 47 

8 W. R, Cr., 59 . 

5 N. W., 219 

7 W. R., Cr., 14 . 

6 W. R, Cr., 11 . 

4 W. R., Cr., 33 . 

23 W. R., Cr., 49 
23 W. R, Cr., 16 

3 N. W., 96 

6 W. R., Cr., 15 . 

14 W. R, Cr., 41 

W. R, 1864, Cr., 35 . 

6 W. R., Cr., 96 . 

22 W. R., Cr., 36 

23 W. R , Cr., 56 
21 W. R, Cr., 2 . 

7 W. R., Or., 1 . 

5 W. R., Cr., 66 . 

3 B. L. R., A. Cr., 25 : 12 '' 
R., Cr., 7. 

I. L R, 5 Mad., 199 . 

5 W. R, Cr., 97 . 

13 W. K., Cr., 20 . 

4.B. L. R., Ap., 1 : 13 VV. 
Cr., 1. 

11 W. R, Cr., 13 . 

2 W. R, Cr., 36 . 

7 W. R., Cr., 42 . 

9 W. R, Cr., 12 . 

W. R, 1864, Cr., 18 . 

8 W. R. Cr., 63 . 

3 B. L. R, A. Cr., 59: 12 
M Cr 44 

8 B. L. R, Ap., 60: 17 
R., Cr., 34. 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 105 . 
W. K., 1864, Cr., 25 
‘lu B. L. R., Ap., 36 : 19 
R., Cr., 71. 

19 W. R, Cr., 41 . 

16 W. R, Cr., 14 . 

8W. R,Cr., 17 . 

15 W. R., Cr., 65 . 

12 W. R, Cr., 43 . 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 1 

1 B. L. R, 0. Cr.. 37 . 

7 W. R, Cr.. 106 . 


1788, 1806 
6263 
5546 
2912 

1802, 6265 
4106 
149 
2925 
4717 

256, 1151 
1154 
1630 
4060 
5524 
4059 
1296 
5882 

4727, 4735 
1955 

3629, 6166 
6674 
2011 
4735 
6253 
4494 

5562, 5576 
6571 


4353 
2581 
4734 
968, 3603 
6183, 6251 
6259 
1804 
1509 
2624 
5549 
2103 
1797 

1800, 5154 


15,1971 

735 


708 

6264 

1151,6263 

6529 

6068 

1256 

1790 

1335 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


66i9 


Name of Case. 


Queen v, Rakhma 

— V. Rainachandrappa 

Ramaotar Panre 

“W. Ramasamy 

tK Ramayya . 

— V. Ram Chandra Mookerj 

— u. Ram Charan Kalri 


V. Ram Ch under Roy 

V, Ramchiinder Sircar 

— V. Ramchurn 

V, Ramchurn Chung 

— V. Ram Churn Ghose 

V. Itam Churn Kunnokar 

V. Ram Churn Singh 

V. Raraenmul Mitter 

- t). Ram Coomar Chung 

V, Ham Dass 

■ — ■ ■ IK Banidass Boistub 
— - V. Ramdharry Singh 

— V. Ramdhone Mundul 

V. Ramdhun Dey . 

V. Ramdhun Singh 

• V, Kamdoyal Mahara 

V. Ram Dutt Chowdhry 

V. Ramdyal Mundle 

V. Ramdyal Singh . 


V. Ram Gobind Chuckerbutly 

. n. Ramgolam Singh 

■ V, Ramgopal Dhur 

V, Ramjai Mazumdar 

■ V, Hamkishan Halwai 

— V. Ramkishen 

— V. Ramkisto Doss . 

■ V. Rainkrishua Das 

V. Ram Lall Singh 

V. Ram Lochun Singh • 

V. Ram Lugun Lall 

V. Rararaoni Sein . 

— — V. Ramnarain 

V. Ram Narain Ghose 

V, Ramnarain Josh 

— — V, Ramnath . 

V. Ramnath Surma Biswas 

— - V. Ram Panda 

V. Ram Button Doss 

V. Ram Button Mookerj ee 

— V, Ram Sagor 

■ '■ V. Ram Sahoy Bhar 

— • V. Ram Saraii Tewary 

t>. Ramsarun Chovvbey • 

■ V. Ramsodoy Chuckerbutty 

V. Ramtahal Kahar 


Volume and Pape. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 




10 Bom., 373 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 249 . 

26 W. R , Cr., 6 . 

4 Mad., 152. 

I. L. B., 5 Mad., 131 . 

6 B. L. R.. 131 . 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 488: 6) 
W. R., Cr., 39. ] 

21 W. R., Cr., 28 . 

13 W. R„ Cr., 18 . 

3N. W.,272 
24 W. R., Cr., 36 . 

20 W. R., Cr., 33 . 

24 W. R., Cr., 28 , 

7W. R., Cr., 67 . 

1 Hyde, 195 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 108 . 

16 W. R., Cr., 69 , 

11 W. R.,Cr., 36 . 
low. R., Cr,5 . 

4 W. R., Cr., 16 , 

13 W. R., Cr., 77 . 

11 W. R., Cr., 22 . 

21 W. R., Cr., 47 . 

23 W. R., Cr., 35 . 

7W. R., Cr., 28 . 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 7 : 16 W. R., 
Cr., 66. j 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 40 : 11 W. ^ 

R., Cr., 13. ) 

11 W. R., Cr.,22 . 
low. R.,Cr., 7 . 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 46 

25 W. R., Cr., 48 . 

8 W. R., Cr., 4 . . . 

16 W. R., Cr., 27 . 

7 B. L. R., 446 . 

22 W. R., Cr., 61 . 

18 W. R., Cr, 15 . 

7 W. R., Cr., 54 . 

7 W. R.,Cr., 106 . 

3C. L-R., 32 . . . 

8W. R.,Cr., 6 . 

4W. R., Cr., 37 . 

7 W. R., Cr., 45 . . [ 

21 W. R., Cr., 9 . . • 

9 B. L R.. Ap., 16 
9W. R.,Cr., 23 . 

2t W. R.,Cr., 8 . 

8 W. R., Cr., 67 . 

W. R., 1864, Cr., 24 ' . 

24 W. R., Cr., 46 . 

4N.W.,46 

20 W. R., Cr., 19 . . | 

3 B. L. R., A. Cr., 33 . 


707 

1046 

6609, 5911 
1670 
3668 
4100 

6161 

4726 

6268 

978 

1017 

5284, 6166 
2762, 6673 
6993 
1792 
4056 
74 
6263 

4865, 6611 
6578 
1261 
6263 
1164 

1836, 2922 
1326 

117 

118 

4366, 6619 
722, 2007 
4436, 4627 
6272 
74 
4692 
4692 
4625 
4864 
19 
726 
1260 
5166 
5645 
977, 1151 
4605, 6263 
4092 
17 
2624 
464 
343 
2733 
1670 
453 

25, 1636 
2922, 4116 
1332 



6650 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Queen v. Ramtohul Singh 
V, Kamionee Siugli 

— « V. Ramzan 

Rasookoollah 
Rassul N ushy 

lieaz AU alias Dulloo Klian 
Reazoodeeu 

Reddon . . . • 

Revu Pothadu . 

Rewat Raj war . 

Rezza Hossein . 

Rhiday Patro 
Roghoo Dome 

Roheem .... 
Rohimkant Ghose 
Roopa Gowalla . 

Ross .... 

Kubheeoolah 

Ruchee Ahen « 

Rughoo .... 
Rnghoo Barick . 

Rughoobur Singh 
Rugboonundun Puttronuvees 
Rugonath Persbad 
Rugoonath Dass . 
Rungatoonee . 

Runjeet Molla • 

V. Rupan Rai 

— V. Russeek Monee . 

V, Russick Doss • 

— V, Ruthee Ram 

— V. Rutton Dass • 

— — V. Rutton Meah 

— V, Rutton Saboo 

— - V. Sabed Ali . 

— V. Sacbee alias Sacbee Boler 

— .. Sadhu Mundul . 

— V. Sageena 

V. Sagur Bewah 

‘v, Saha Mahomed . 

— — V. Sahrae . . 

— - ». Sajowpa 

■ — '■ Sakiya . . • 

V. Salamut Ali . • 

■ V, Salim Sheik 

— v. Sankara 
— • 17. Sarob Roy 

— r. Seebchurn Haree 
V, Seetanatb Ghosal 

— V. Seetul Persbad . 

V. Sellam 

— - V, Setul Cbunder Bagcbee 

— V, SewaBhogta 


Column 

Volume and Pago, of 

Digest. 


5 W. R., Cr., 12 . 

12 W. R . Cr., 49 . 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 15 : 

16 

w. 

2583, 6606 
4359 

1806 

• R., Cr., 63. 



12 W. R., Cr., 51 



16. 1801 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 9 



4606 

6 W. R., Cr., 77 . 



343 

3W. R.,Cr.,S3 . 



1039 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 286 



956 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 390 



6995 

W. R., 1864, Cr., 39 



1349 

8W. R.,Cr.,55 . 



1865 

26W. R., Cr., 1 . 



253 

24W.R., Cr., 12 



267 

21 W. R., Cr., 39 



6577 

1 W. R., Cr., 15 . 



4446 

15 W. R., Cr., 42 



4431 

6 Mad., 342 



1975 

7W. R., Cr.,13 . 



5552 

2 W. R., Cr., 39 . 



4056 

W. R., 1864, Cr., 30 



5552, 6576 

11 W. R., Cr., 44 



2011 

25 W. R., Cr., 1 . 



6160 

15 W. R.,Cr., 19 



4383 

3 N. W., 275 



4450 

23 W. R., Cr., 59 



2763, 5600 

22 W. R., Cr., 52 



1316 

2W. R.,Cr.,31 . 

6 B. L. R., 296 : 15 

W. 

R., 

4490 

961 

11 w! R., Cr., 54 

24 W. R., Cr., 76 

2N. W.,21 

16 W. R., Cr., 19 . 

8 W. R., Cr. 57 . 

11 W. R., Cr.. 49 

11 B. L. R., 347: 20 

w. 

R.. 

973 

6263 

709, 3614 
5164 
4533 
1048 

6069 

Cr., 5. 



7 W. R.,Cr.,112 . 



4624 

21 W. R., Cr., 69 



24, 1021 

7 W. R., Cr. 56 . 



1809 

11 W. R., Cr., 20 



396 

3W. R.,Cr.,70 . 



2623 

8W. R.,Cr.,31 . 



6560 

7 W. R., Cr., 100 . 



4238 

I.L. R., 5 Mad., 137 



3569 

23 W. R., Cr., 59 . 



719 

2 W. R., Cr., 67 . 



986 

I. L. B., 6 Mad., 381 . 


1510 

6 W. R., Cr., 28 , 



19 

11 W. R., Cr., 12 



6560 

2W. R.,Cr.,60 . 



726 

6 N. W., 168 



5604 

6 Mad., 26 . 



6669 

3W. R., Cr., 69 . 



712 

14 B. L. R., 294 : 23 W. 
Cr., 12. 

R.. 

4115 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6661 


Name of Case. 


Queen v. Shadhuchurn Ghose « 

V. Shadry . • . . . 

V. Shall abut Sheikh 

V. Shahon ..... 

V. Shama Churn Roy 

■ 2 K Shama Khankee 

V. Sliama Sheikh .... 

V, Shama Sunkur Biswaa 

— V. Sham Bagdi. .... 

■ V, Sham Chand Chowdhry 
V. Sham Kish ore Holdar 

V. Shamshere Beg .... 

— — V. Sham Soouder Dass 

V, Sham Sounder Shootar 

— - V, Shamsoondur .... 

V. Shamsuuder .... 

■ V, Sham Sunder Chowdry 

— — V, Sharoda Peshagur 

V. Sheetarara Chowdhry 

■ V, Sheo Buksh .... 

— V, Sheobun alias Sheopershad . 

V. Sheo Churun .... 

V, Sheodurshun Dass 

— V. Sheogolam Das .... 

V, Sheopershun Roy . • . 

— V, Sheosunkur §in4^i . 

f>. Slieoumber Lai .... 

V. She])pard ..... 

— V. Sherid' ..... 

— V. Shib Chandra Pas 
— - V. Shib Chunder Mundle 

V, Sliib Chunder Rai 

— V. Shib Dyal .... 

— V, Shibprosad Giri .... 

V, Shifait Ali ...» 

V. Shona Dagee .... 

— — v: Shonaullah .... 

V. Shukur M ahomed 

V. Shumeeruddeen 

V, Shunkur 

— ..... 

— V, Shurroop Chunder Doss 

— V, Shurruffooddeen 

V, Sib Narain Palodhee . 

V. Siddappa ..... 

— V. Sidham Sircar .... 

— V. Sikundur Bhukut 

V. Sitwa alias Sitaram 

V. Smith ..... 

— — V, Sobeel Mahee .... 




Column 

Volume and Pa^e. 


of 

Digest. 

23 W. R., Cr., 63 . 


1988 

1 W. R., Cr., 34 . 


3629 

13 W. R., Cr., 42 

, 

2766 

11 W. R., Cr., 19 

, 

2785 

8 W. R., Cr., 27 . 


3967, 1973 

7 W. R , Cr., 22 . 


726 

8 W. R., Cr., 35 . 

, 

6566 

10 W. R., Cr., 25 

1 

917,5166 

6271 

13 B. L. R., Ap., 19 : 20 W. ) 

6164 

R., Cr., 73. 

3 

1 W. R., Cr., 34 . 


3882 

13 W. R., Cr., 36 


5154, 6261 

9 W. R„ Cr., 51 . 


720, 727 

25 W. R., Cr., 18 


255 

7 W. R., Cr., 62 . 


4364 

2 N. W., 475 


1260 

1 N. W., Ed. 3873, 310 


3790 

2 B. L. R., A. Cr., 11 . 


4740 

2 W. R., Cr., 32 . 


5564 

2 W. R., Cr., 44 . 

1 

918, 5166 
6606 

2 N. W., 295 


5541 

3 N. W., 150 

, 

1222 

3 N. W., 314 

, 

710 

3 N. W., 17 

, 

736 

6 B. L. R., 692: 15 W. 
Cr., 68. 

R., 1 

4856, 5697 

2 N. W., 67 


389 

3 N. W., 1 . 


2028 

4N.W., 4 . 


4622 

13 W. R., Cr., 23 


740 

6 W. R., Cr., 13 . 


1532, 1720 

6 B. L. R., 730, note 


1767 

8 W. R., Cr., 59 • 


5993 

18 W. R., Cr„ 46 


6166 

9 W. R., Cr., 57 . 


6603 

5 N. W., 188 


•1971 

39 W. R.,Cr., 69. 


1963 

2 B. L. It., A., Cr., 12 : 10 W. 1 

2006 

It., Cr., 61. 


24W. R., Cr., 13 . 


6547 

6 IV. R.j Cr., 44 . • 


5574 

22 W. R., Cr., 68 


4728 

2 W. R., Cr., 40 . 


38 

2 N. W., 312 


5881 

2 N. W., 406 


5543 

2 W. R., Cr., 66 . 


1223 

13 W. R., Cr., 26 


6883 

7 W. R., Cr., 33 . 


5548 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 60 


390 

20 W. R., Cr., 16 . > . 


6166 

3 N. W.. 146 


2939, 6653 

14 W. R., Cr., 66 


721 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 8 ; 4 W. 
Cr., 31. 


148, 149 

6 W. R., Cr., 32 . 

• 

4068 



6652 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST, 


Name of Case. 


Queen r. Sobrai Gowalah 

V. Soffiruddi Palwar • 

— — V, Sobraie .... 

V. Soleemooddeen . 

V. Solim .... 

— V, Somiruddin 

V, Sonaoollah • 

V, — — 

V. Sonoo .... 

V. Soobhoi .... 

V. Soobjan .... 

V. Sookee .... 

V. Sookmoy Ghose . . 

V. Soonder Mohooree 
V, Sooiidur Putnaick 
V, Soorut 

V. Souniber Ahir . 

V. Soynraber Sinjjh . • 

V. SreemuTit Adup 
V. Sreenath Dey 
V. Sreenath Mookliopadhya • 
V. Sreeputt Giri Gossain 

V. Srikant Charal . 

V. Srimonto Kotal • 

V. Sristidhur Shaba 

V. Stephenson 

V. Snbal Ch under Gangooly 

V. Subbanna Gaundan 

— V. Subbay ya Gaundan . 

V. Subbramanya Pillai 

V, Subdar Meeah . 

— V. Subramanyam • 

— V. Subsookh 
V. Subun Singh 

V. Suffurudee . • 

- V. Sujjad Ali • 

V. Sukhimonee Raur 

V. Suleem .... 

• V. Sundara Dass Tevan . 

v. Suppi .... 

— «u Surendranath Roy 

V, Suroop Chunder Dutt 

V. Surroop Chunder Paul 

V, Surwan Singh . 

— - t>. Sustirara Mandal 

— V, Sutherland 

V, Tajumaddi Lahory . • 

V, Talukanam 

V. Tamma' Ghantaya . • 

V. Tarinee Churn Bose • 

V, Tarinee Churn Cbuttopadhya 

— V. Tarinee Mytee . 




Volume and Page. 

Column 

of 

T>igOKt. 


20 W. B., Cr., 70 

•^765, 6550 

1 

13 B. L. R., Ap., 23 : 22 W. ^ 
B., Cr., 6. i 

6577 


13 W. R.. Cr.. 33 , 

6164 


7 W. R., Cr., 99 . 

1982 


5 W. R., Cr., 41 , 

4057 


24 W. R., Cr., 48 . 

1331 


2W. R.,Cr..44 . 

4186, 4493 


25 W. R., Cr., 23 . 

1003, 4432 


10 W. R., Cr., 48 . 

4121 


12 W. R., Cr., 2d . 

99 


10 B. L. R.. 332 . 

1003, 1792 


7 W. R., Cr., 36 . 

2938 


10 W. R., Cr., 23 . 

1791, 2009 


9 W. R., Cr., 25 . 

711,1975 


3W. R., Cr.. 59 . 

6563 


4N. W.,62 

1222 


20 W. R., Cr., 57 . 

4489 


9 W. R., Cr., 2 . . . 

1796 


2 W. R., Cr., 63 . 

6560 


35 W. R., Cr., 61 . 

1533 


7 W. R., Cr., 45 . 

6260 


11 W. R., Cr.. 23 . 

683, 4499 

( 

2 B. L. R., K. B., 22 : 10 W. I 

1151 

1 

R., Cr., 43. i 


7 W. R., Cr., 31 . 

6566 


25 W. R., 42 . . . 

74 


3 Moore’s I. A., 488 . 

5971 


22 W. R., Cr., 16 . 

5520 


1 Mad., 30 ... 

1954 


1 .Mad., 138 . . - 

6148 


3 Mad., 251 . 

4366 

. 

3 W. R., Cr., 44 . 

1256 


I. L. R., 5 Mad., 377 . 

1045 


2 N. W., 476 .. . 

2028 


23 W. R., Cr., 57 . 

4359 


] Ind. .Tur., 0. S., 122 . 

1970 


3 N. W., 134 .. . 

2028 


12 W. R., Cr., 56 . 

4686 


1 W. R., Cr., 23 . 

1331 


4 Mad., 20 ... 

4:185 


I. L. B., 6 Mad.. 159 . 

390 

\ 

5 B. L. B., 274 : 13 W. R., I 
Cr., 27. i 

968, 6182 


7 W. R., Cr., 29 . 

73, 1987 


12 W. R.,Cr.,75 , 

6066, 6268 


11 W. R., Cr., 11 . 

l:P26 


21 W. B., Cr., 1 , 

6162 


14 W. B., Cr.,20 . 

1295, 6258 

i 

1 B. L. K., A. Cr., 1 : 10 W.l 
R., Cr., 4. S 

1044, 3611 


I. L. R., 7 Mad., 131 . 

101 


I. L. B., 4 Mad,, 228 . 

6996 

1153, 2767 


21 W. R., Cr., 31 . . [ 

4049, 4114 


7W. R.,Cr.,3 . 

19 


7W. R.,Cr., 13 . 

6546 



TABLE OF CASES 


Name of Case. 


Queen v. Tarinicharan Dey • 

■ — V. Tarucknath Mookevjpe 

V. Tasuduk Hossein 

V. Teekai Bheer 

— - V, Tepoo . • 

V. Tepra Fakeer 

— V, Thakoor Chund Surma 

— V. Thakoor Doss . 

V. Thakoordoss Chootur . 

— V. Thakoor Ram . 

— V Tbakur Dass 

— V. Thakur Pershad 

tK Thompson 

V. Thunji 

V. Tilkoo Gfcoala 

V. Tincouree 

V. Tofuzzal Ali 

• Tonaokoch 

— — V. Tonoo . . 

V, Tonooram 

V, Toobana Gaundan 

V, Toolshee Rai 

V, Toral Gujar . , 

V. Totaram . 

— V, Toti Chengan 

- — V. Toyluckonath Sircar . 

V. Tulsi Dosad 

V. Tulsi Dosadh 

V. Tulsi Singh 

V. Turnbull . 

V, Uckoor Ghose . 

— V. Udai Patnaik 

v\ TTdhan Bind 

V. Udit Singh 

■ V. Udya Chauga 
V. Ujrail 

V, Umbica Tantineo 

V. Umeschandra Chowdry 

V. Ungun Lall 

V. Upendronath Doss 

V. Vaiyapuri Gaundan 

“• V. Varthappa 
' V. Vasantappa • 

V. Vaughan . • 

— V, Vedamuttu 

V. Velayudam 

V. Velayudam Pillai 

Vencanna 

V. Venguvayyangar 

r. Venkatachalam Pillai 

V. Vitti Chokkan . 

■ V. Vyapuri . 

— V. Vyapuri Kangani 


THE DIGEST. 



6353 




Column 

Volume and Page. 



of 

Digest. 

9 B. L. R., Ap.. 42 



1834 

10 B. L. B., 285 : 19 W. 
Cr., 30. 

R..’l 

1 

1304 

6 N. W., 301 



6045 

5 W. R., Cr., 95 . 



5294 

.3 W. R., Cr., 16 . 



5548 

6 W. R., Cr., 78 . 



1330 

13 W. R., Cr., 22 . 



1806 

5 W. R., Cr.. 22 . 



254 

7 W. R., Cr., 7 . 



1806 

25 W. R., Cr., 35 . 



1533 

6 N. W., 86 



1611 

I. L. R., 1 All., 151 



462 

1 B. L. R., 0. Cr., 1 



396, 4120 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 163 



5496 

8 W. R., Cr., 61 . 



1634, 3621 

W. R., 1864, Cr., 31 



5554 

7 W. R., Cr., 109 



4067 

2 W. R., Cr., 63 . 



6553, 6189 

6 W. R., Cr., 46 . 



6673 

3 W. R., Cr., 44 . 



6574 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 136 



1964 

6 N. W., 186 



4366 

3 N. W., 126 



5669 

11 W. R.. Cr., 15 . 



5154, 6239 

6 Mad., 349 



261 

2^. R.,Cr., 64 . 



4506 

3 B. L. R., A. Cr , 66 



343 

18 W. R.,.Cr., 57 



6269 

2 B. L. R., A. Cr., 16 

low. 

4624 

K., Cr., 64. 



6 Mad., 7 . 



2904 

1 W. R., Cr., 60 . 



6163 

4 B. L. R., A. Cr., 5 : 

12 W. 

6190 

R., Cr., 68. 



19 W. R., Cr., 68 . 

25 W. R., Cr., 46 . 

20 W. R., Cr., 73 . 

3 N. W., 212 

4W. R., Cr., 21 . 

5 B. L. R., 160: 14 

W. 

R., 

24 

707 

6168 

1793 

2584 

970 

Cr., 1. 



1 N. W., Ed. 1873, 303 . 


1045 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 356 



6025 

1 Mad., 4 . 



6600 

r. L. R., 6 Mad., 383 



1326 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 231 



3669 

5 B. Ti. R*, 418 . 



2094, 3851 

4 Mad., 185 



1963 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 233 



3617 

I. L. R.. 6 Mad., 146 



5522 

3 Mad., 354 



2901 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 25 



1638 

2 Mad., 43 . 



1963 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 229 



4371 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 401 



3867 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 70 

. 


390 



6654 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 



Kame of CuHe. 





Volume and Page. 

of 

Digest. 

Queen 

V, Wahed Ali 





13 W. R., Cr., 42 . 

461 

V, Waris Ali 





3 N.W., 337 

715 

— 

V, Wazira 




i 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 63 : 17 W. 1 
R., Cr., 6. j 

263, 4384 

— 

V. Willaris 





1 Mad., 31 : 1 Ind. Jur., 0. 1 
S., 94. j 

708, 713 
714 

— 

V, Womesh Chunder Ghovso 





6 W. R., Cr., 71 . 

4353 

— 

1). Woodurnul Singh 





10 W. R.,Cr.. 24 

5529 

— 

V, Wuzir Mundul • 




. 

26 W. R., Cr., 25 

6160 

— 

V, A"ar Ali 




. 

13 W. R., Cr., 70 

5881 

— 

V. Yasin Sheikh 


• 


1 

4 B. L. R., A. Cr., 6 : 12 W. 
R., Cr., 68. > 

1331,4(J56 

— 

V, Yellamandu . . 





r. L. R., 5 Mad., 167 . 

6568 

— 

V. Yendava Chandramma 





I. L. R., 7 Mad., 189 . 

5525 

— - 

V. Zahir 





10 W. R., Cr., 11 . 

4955 

— 

«. Zahoor Ali Khan 





4 N. W., 97 

4353 

— 

Zakir Ally 





8 W. R., Cr., 4 . . . 

6252 

— 

V. Zalim Rai 





1 W. R., Cr., 33 . 

1333 

— 

V, Zamiran . 


• 


V 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 621 : 6 ^ 
W. R., Cr., 65. > 

1976 

■ — 

V. Zemindar of Colgong . 





1 W. R.. Cr., 12 . 

3627 

— — 

V. Zuhir 


• 


* j 

10 W. R., Cr., 11 

1794 


— V, Zuhiruddin ..... 

V. Zuhoorul Huq ..... 

— • V. Zulfukar Khan ..... 

Queen on the information of Narain Koer Roshun 
Lall. 

Queen on the prosecution of Dowlath Bee v. Ali . 
Queen on the prosecution of Gocul Chaud v. Seith 
Roshun Lai. 

Queen on the prosecution of Madras lluilwav Co. v. 
Jones. 

Queen on the prosecution of Madras Railway Co. v. 
Malony. 

Queen on the prosecution of Rookia Banu Roberts 
Queen on the prosecution of Ward v. Turner 
Queen-Empress v. Abdulla .... 

V, Abdul Latib valad Abdul Rahiman 

— V, Abhran Umar 

— V, Adam valad Shaik Farid 

V, Ademma .... 

• V, Ahined .... 

^ V. Ala Bakhsh .... 

V. Amarsang Jetha • 

• V. Amir Khan .... 

■ ' " -■ » *- V, Appa Subhana Mendre . 

— V, Appathorai .... 

— - V. Appava .... 

V. Atar Ali .... 

— V. Autal Muchi ... 

Rai Rukshmoni 

■ ■ V. Baldeo . . . • < 

V. Bandhu .... 


I. L. R., 1 Calc., 219: 25 W. 

R., Cr., 27. 

25 W. R., (3r., 64 
8 B. L. R., Ap., 21 : 10 W. 
R., Cr., 36. 

4N. W.,123 
5 Mad., 473 
2 N. W., 82 


1 Mad., 193 


1 B. L. 
4N. W, 
I. L. R. 
I. L. R. 
I. L. R. 
1. L. R. 
I. L. R. 
I. L.*R. 
I, L. R. 
I. L. R. 
I. L. R.. 


R., S. N., 5 

’*7 All., 385 
,, 10 Bom., 186 
, 8 Bom., 575 
10 Bom., 193 
, 9 Mad., 369 
, 9 Mad., 448 
, 6 All., 484 
, 10 Bom., 506 
, 8 Mad., 336 


I. L. R., 8 Bom., 200 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 167 
I. L. R., 9 Mad., 141 
I. L. R., 11 Calc., 79 
I. L. R., 10 Calc., 1026 
I. L. R., 10 Bom., 340 
L L. R., 8 All., 509 
I. L. R., 8 All., 51 


6027 

1535 

1790, 2733 

3742 

4377 

1325 


4236 

959 

1796 

29U 

5887 

5995 

3862 

262, 5888 
5148, 6149 
395 
1310 

718, 1269 
4749, 6285 
3577 
3567 
1954 
1789 
964 
344 
5882 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6655 


Name of Case. 


Queen-Empress v. Bapuji Dayaram 

* ■■ — t — v. Batesar Mandal 

V, Bepin Biswas 

V. Burke .... 

V, Chenchugadu 

— V, Dala Jiva . • 

V. Dan Sahai ^ 

V. Dhananjai Cliaudhuri 

V. Dhum Singh . • 

• V. Dhundi 

V, Dorabji Hormasji . 

V. Dorasaini . . 

V. Dosa Jiva . . 

* V. Dungar 

V. Dungar Singh 

V. Durga Charan 

V, Durga Sonar . 

2^. Edwards 

V, Erramreddi . . . 

V. Fox .... 

V. Gangaram 

• V. Gangaram San tram 

Gan pat Tapidas . 

w. Ghulet 

Girdhari Lai . 

V. Goundadu 

Govinda Punja 

v- Grces Chunder Banerjce . 

^ V, Gujria .... 

V. Gustadji Barjorji , , 

V . Hasnii .... 

* V. Havia Tollapa 

V, Honkerapa . 

V. Husain .... 

V. Husoin Gaibu 

— V. Imdad Khan . 

V. Ishri Singh . 

V, Ishwar Chandra Sur 

" " V. Ismail Khau . 

V. Jacquicfc 

— V. Jagannath Bhikaji Bhave 

V. Jagi’up 

w. Janki Prasad 

V. Jethmal 

t^. Jokhu .... 

V, Joti Rajnak . 

- " ‘ V. JuaJa Prasad 

* V. Jugal Kishore 

V. Juggernath . 

V. Kallu . • . . 





Column 

Volume aud Page. 



of • 
Digest. 

1. L. R., 10 Rom, 288 


( 

802, 850 
1970, 4368 

T. L. R , 10 Calc , 604 



1968 

I. L. K., 10 Calc., 970 


{ 

344, 721 
1004, 1863 

I. L. R, 6 All., 224 


< 

\ 

914, 1839 
5884 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 421 



4070 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 190 


! 

1798, 1964 
6511,6513 

1. L. R., 7 All , 802 



6265 

1. L. R., 10 Calc.. 931 



6268 

r. L. R , 0 All., 220 



1511 

L L. R., 8 All., 304 



454 

I. L. R, 10 Bom., 131 



1311 

1. L. R., 9 Mad., 284 



707 

I. L. R.. 10 Bom.. 231 



1025 

1. L. U., 8 All , 252 



4364 

I. L. R., 7 All.. 29 



6569 

I.L. R., 7 All., 072 



6147 

I. L R., 11 Calc., 580 
T. L. R., 9 Bom., 333 



1798 

1952, 2107 


{ 

6024 

1 L. R., 8 Mad , 296 



12t9, 1308 

1. L. U., 10 Bom.. 176 



6147 

I. L. K., 8 All., 38 



1960 

T. L. R , 9 Bom., 135 



6992 

1. L. R.. 10 Bom., 256 



1258 

1. L. R., 7 All , 44 



1980 

I. L. R., 8 All., 653 



1974,2014 

f. L. «!., 8 Mad,, 350 



655 

1. L. R., 8 Bom., 295 



3867 

I. R. R.. 10 Calc., 1024. 


1726, 5207 

I. L. R., 9 Horn., 568 



618 

1. L. R..10 Bom., 181 



462, 2897 

I. L. K, 6 All., 367 



1309 

I. L. ., 10 Horn., 196 



3614 

I. L. R,8 Bom., 534 



619 

1. L It., 7 All., 403 



2014 

I. L. R., 8 Bold., 307 



1269,1298 

I. L. R., 8 All., 120 


< 

1 

262, 1258 
6288 

I. L. H., 8 All., 672 


1793,3604 

I.L. R., 11 Calc., 13 



1 5538 

I. L. It.. 8 All.. 649 



• 2584 

I. L. It., J 1 Calc., 85 



6163, 6169 

I. L. It., 10 Bom., 183 



^3866 

1. L. It.. 7 All., 646 



1003 

I. L. It., 8 All., 2y3 



4626, 6180 

T. L. It.. 9 Bom., 27 



5854 

1. L. R., 8 All., 99 



4113 

I. L. R , 8 Bom.. 33;j 



5886 

1. L. R., 7 All., 174 



2758 

I. L. R., 8 All., 382 


{ 

1954, 4357 
6510 

1. L. R., 11 Calc., 267 


. 

6861 

I. L. It., 7 All, 160 


• 

346,4534 



6656 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Queen-Empress v» Kamalia 

— V, Kaudhaia 

■ V. Kethigadu 

■' '■ ' V. Khairaii 

— V. Kharga 

— — V, Khasiin 

V. Kishan Bapu 

V. Krishna . • 

V, Krishnabbat . • 

V. Krisbnappa . 

Kuppu .... 

■ V. Laksbmana • 

■ V. Laksbman Dagdu . 

V. Lalla .... 

i\ Lalli .... 

V. Laskari 

— V. Lingaya 

• V. Locban 

• V. Madho. 

• V. Maheshri Bakhsb Singb . 

» — V. Manchi‘rji Kavasji Shapuiji 

• — V. Mangal Tekchand . 

— V. — 

■ — V. 

■' — V, Mania Dayal 

V. Mathews 

— " — V. Matimra Das 

Mehrban Sing 

— V, Milthu Lai . 

— V. Mohan . . . 

V, Morton 

— V. Nandkishore . 

V. Nanjappa 

— V. Ntlriyanas^mi 

V. Nathu 

— V. Nga Tba Moung . 

— — “ V Nowab Jan . . . 

— V. Nur Mahomed 

— V, O’Shaughnessy 

V, Palani .... 

• — V. Pandu valad Gopala 

— • V. Papadu 

»■ ' — V. Parmeshar Dat • 

■ V. Parshram Raysing . 

>■ — V. Pershad 

■ — ’ V. Pestanji Barjorji . 

V, Pillala 

V. Pir Mahomed 

Pivya Gopal 

V, Podiathal 

— V, Polavarapu . 

■ "" V. Purshotam Kala . 

V, Ramakka 

V. Ramji Sajabarao 



Column 

Volume and Page. 

of 

Digest. 

1. L. R., 10 Bom., 595 . 

1019 

1. L. R., 7 All., 67 

1670 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 373 . 

3573 

1. L. R., 6 Alb, 204 . 

6070 

I. L. R., 8 Alb, 66.^ 

718, 5598 

1. L. H., 8Mad., 202 . 

390 

1. L. R., 10 Bom., 93 . 

1045 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 347 . 

3631 

1. L. R., 10 Bom., 319 . | 

919,1025 
1324, 6287 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 276 . 

4689 

1. L. R., 7 Mad., 560 . 

6523 

1. L. R , 9 Mad., 42 . 

6169 

I. L. R., 10 Bora., 512 . 

2623 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 428 . 

655 

I. L. R., 7 Alb, 749 

4365 

1. L. R.,7 Alb, 853 

1307 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 258 . 

3146,3178 

I. L. R., 8 Alb, 635 

4057 

I. L. R., 8 Alb, 291 

4688 

1. L. R,8 Alb,380 

4363 

I. L. R., 10 Bora., 97 . 

3560. 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 258 . 

253, 2909 

1. L. R., 10 Bom.,263 . 

2909 

I. L. R., 10 Bora., 274 . 

3555, 6024 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 497 . 

4750 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 1022 

1017 

I. L. R., 6 Alb, 491 

18 

I. L. R., 6 Alb, 626 

1969 

1. L. R., 8 Alb, 18 

6287 

I. L. R., 8 Alb, 622 

4056 

I. li. R., 9 Bom., 288 . ^ 

2106, 2789 
5528 

I. L. R., 6 All., 248 ... 

1338 

I. L. R.,7 Mad, 432 . 

35()8 

1. L. R., 9 Mad.,36 

2.-)8 

I. L. R , 6 All., 214 

4734 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 643 . 

6023 

I. L. R., 10 Calc , 661 . 

985, 1310 

I. L. R., 8 Bum., 223 . 

1025, 1223 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 429 . 

3575 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 637 . 

5854 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 199 . 

961 ‘ 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 454 . 

1309 

I. L. R., 8 All., 201 

4691 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 216 . 

1966 

I. L. R.. 7 All., 414 . [ 

716, 3611 
5660 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 456 

604 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., lol . 

850 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 254 . 

5553 

I. L. R,, 9 Bom., 100 . 

1307 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 342 . 

5497 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 563 . 

963 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 269 

. 1514 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 6 

6906 

1. L. R., 10 Bom., 124 . . 

1979,4357 



6658 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 

Radha Ballab Ghose v» Peharilal Mookerjee 
Radhabonode Misser v. Kripaiiioyee Dabee 

Radhabhai y. Sbama .... 

Radha Bibee v. Government 
v» Mucksuoduu Doss 

Radba Binode Chowdliry Di^iimbnree Dossoe 

2;. Jn""ut Surnokar 
V. Mudlioo Soodun Sircar 
Radha I h node Diitt v. Kool abode Mundul 
Radba Binode Misser. In the matter of the petition of 

V, Krij)a Moyee Debia 

Radha Bu'liib Gossain v. Kishen Gobiiid Gossain 
Radba Bullubh Cbuckerbutty 'v, Banee Idadbub ) 

i 


I 


Cbuckerbutty. 

Radbabullubh Sil. In the matter of the petition of 

Radba Bullubh Sinjjb v. Dberaj Mabtab Cband • 
Radbabullub Surma v. Anundinoyee Debea 
Radba Cbowdbrain v. Gireedharce Saboo 

Radha Cbaran Ghatak v Zamirunissa Kbanum . 
Radba Churn- Chowdliry v. Cbunder Monee Shikdar 
Radha Churn Dass v. Kripa Sindbu Dass • 

Radha Churn Dass Gossainee v. Akran KLootca . 

Radba Churn Gangooly v. Anund Sein 

V, Gudadhuv Bahadoor 

Radha Churn Roy v. Moran & 1\). .... 

Radha Churn Sbaha v. Parbuttee Churn Dutt 
Radhaj^obind Dass v. Prokasli Chuuder Dass 
Radha Gobind Gossami v. Coma Soonduree Dussia 

Radha Gobind Koer v. Rakhaldas Mukerji . 

Radha Gobind Kurt;. Ram Kishore Dutt 

Radha Gobind Roy Ingjlis 

■ V, Kyanuitoollah . • . • , 

V. Sbama Soonduree Dabee 

Radha Gobind Shah v. Oozeer ..... 
Radha Gobind Shaba v. Bank of Bengal 

V, Brijeiidro Coomar Roy Chowdliry 

- " — V. Brojender Coomar Roy Chowdliry 

i), Broj»‘ndro Coomar Cbowdbry 

. — — V. Cbunder Nath Dass Sbaha 

— V. Inam Buksh Ostagur 
Radhagobind Surmah v. Umber Ali 

Radhajeebun Moostaflfee. In re • 

Radha Jeebun Mostoofec v. Bissessur Mostoofee 
Radhajeebun Mustafee v, Denonath Banerjee 
Radha Jeebun Mustofee v. Tara Monee Dossoe 

Radbajiban Miistab v. Taramani Dasi • 



Column 

Volume and Page. 

of 

Digest. 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 155 : 12 W. 
R.. 537. 

1627 

10 B. L. R.,386: 17 AV. R., 

4026 

2C2 : 14 Moore’s I, A., 443. 

4 Bom., A. C., 155 . 

3395, 3441 
4474 

2 Hay, 562 

2002 

21W. R.,204 ‘ . 

213,1718 

2825 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 947 : 9^ 
W. R.. 236. 

769, 3447 

6 W. R., 300 • 

196 

7W. R., 198 

3447 

15 W. R., 363 • 

6096 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 730 

279 

7 W. R., 531 • 

279 

9W.R., 71 

4192 

23W. R., 230 . 

341 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 300: 11 C. 1 
L. R., 274. 3 

4580 

2 W. R., Mis.. 51 

2879 

W. U., 1864, Mis., 39 . 

235, 4910 

20W.R.,243 . 

1749 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 67 : 11 AV. " 
R , 83. } 

1731,6813 

9AV. R.,290 

140 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 474 : 4 C. 

L. R., 428. 

2355, 2455 

20AV. R., 420 . 

6985 

15 AV. R., 414 . 

1748. 1768 

15 AV. R., 166 .. . 

6701 

13AV. R., 342 . 

6274 

25AV. R., 52 

3907 

14AV. U., 108 . 

4463 

24 AV. R., 363 .. . 

28(K) 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 82 . 1 

1742, 3049 
6195 

8 AV. R., 340 . . 

2774 

7 C. L. R., 364 . 

4174 

21 AV. R., 401 . . 

1616 

21 W. R., 403 . 

1613 

15 AV. R., 219 .. . 

5419 

2 C. L. R., 565 . 

631 

18AV. R.,527 . 

1906 

7 AV. R., 372 

805, 3830 

15 AV. 11., 207 .. . 

3512 

6 AV. R., 301 .. . 

2574 

15AV. R., 217 

1369 

15 AV. R, 27 . . . 

3918, 3919 

5 W. R., Cr., 8 : 1 Ind. Jur., •> 
N. S., 97. j 

4119 

2 Hay, 178 .... 

1600 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 49 

4931 

3 W. R., Mis., 25 

2 B. L. R., P. C., 79 : 11 W. ■> 

1919 

R., P. C., 31 : 12 Moore’s f 
I. A., 380. ; 

990, 1914 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6659 


Name of Gape. 


' Badhajibon M ustofee v, Forlong • • 

Badha Kant Deb v, Khema Dossee • 

*Badha Kant Doss v. Ayesh Ali Sbaha • 
Badha Kant Boy v, Sadafut Mahomed Kban 
Badhakant Shaha v. Abhoy Churn Mitter . 

Badbakant Shuba v. . . 

Badhakisan Hakuinji v. Balvant Bamji 
Badha Kishen v. Anieeroodeen . 

— ' V. Bukhtawur Lall • • 

■■■■ V. Chotey Lall • 

■ ■ v» Shureefunnissa . * . 

Badha Kishen Cbowdhry v, Komul Shaw . 

Badbakishen Man v, Bachhaman 

Badhakishen Manjeo v. Ram Mundul • 
Badhakishore v. Gitidharee Sahee 
Badhakishore Debia v. Bam Coomar Cbowdhry 
Badha Kishore Mookerjee v. Mirtoonjoy Gow 
Badha Kisiiore Roy v. Ameer Cbunder Mookhotj 
■ " I ■ v, Sitioo Sirdar . 

Badhakishore Talookdar v. Goluck Cbunder Roy 
Badbakissen Mabapatter v. Sreekissen Mahapatte 

Badhakissen Rowra Dakna v, Cbooneeloll Dutt 

Badhakissore Bose v, Aftab Chandra Mabatab 

Radhakissoree Dossee v, Guthee Kissen Sircar 
Badha Kisto Myteo v. Bhugwan Cbunder Bose 
Radlia Kisto Singh Deo v. Gudadhur Banerjee 
Badha Koonwar v. Jankee Koon war . • 

Badha Krishna v. O’Flaberty • . • 

Badhakrisbna Sett v, Harakrishna Das 
Badha Kristo Balo v, Rup Cbunder Nundy 
Badhakristo Chaklanuvis v, Kaleeprossono Boy 
Badha Kristo Dutt v, Gunga Narain Chatterjee 
Badha Kristo Panjah v. Bamasoonduree Dossee 
Badhamadhub Dutt v, Bamrunjuu Chuckerbutty 
Badhamadhub Ghose v. Khirudnauth Boy • 

Badhamadhub Gossain v, Radhabullub Gossain 

Badha Madhub Pal v. Kalee Churn Pal 
Badha Madhub Panda v, Juggernath Dooab 
Radha M^lakar v, Srishteo Narain Shaha . 

Radhamohan Dhar v, Ramdas Dey • 

Badha Mohan Naskar v, Jadunath Das 

Badhamohun Deb v. Nund Lai Dey . • 

Badha Mohun Dutt v» Bissessur Bundopadhya 
Badhamohun Gowee u. Mohesh Chunder Kotwal 
Radha Mohun Mundul v, Buckshee Begum 

V, Jadoomonee Dossee 

Neel Madhab Mundul 

■ Sboshi Bhoosun Biswas 

Badhamohun Roy v, Raj Chunder Dass 
V, Raj Chunder Shah 


Volume and Papre. 

Column 

of 

Difpest. 

2 Hay, 122 ... 

1196 

7W. R., 105 

1615,6245 

8 W. R.. 109 .. . 

997 

21 W. R., 86 

6426 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 721 . . . 

6866 

lie. L. R., 310 . 

6856 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 630 . 

409 

IIW. R.,204 . 

226 

1 Agra, 1 . ... 

337, 2484 

3 N. W , 165 

6666 

W. R., 186L 11 . 

1697 

25 W. R., 128 . 

1696 

I. L. B, 3 All., 118 

2183, 2466 
4292 

6 W. R., 147 

2306 

13 W. R., Cr., 19 

4098 

12 W. R., 79 . . . 

48^3 

7W. R.,23 

2086,4166 

20W. R.,386 . 

667 

24W. R.,172 . 

3064 

IIW. R., 366 . 

2744, 4162 

IW. R.,62. 

3348, 3796 

1. L. R , 5 Calc., 446 : 6 C. L. 
R., 172. 

4266,4849 

I. L, R., 7 Calc., 61 . j 

1915, 1940 
3620 

W. R., 1864, 272 . 

3348 

1 W. R., 248 .. . 

3378 

8 W. R., 453 .. . 

4214, 6247 

9W. R., 1S>9 

3266 

3B.L.B.,A.C.,277:12W.^ 
R., 145. 

2998 

1 B. L. R., 0. C., 1 

1466 

3C.L R., 480 . 

3331 

15W. R.,268 . 

1212 

23 W. R., 328 . 

167 

13W. R.,9 

1908 

17W. R.,461 . 

1139 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 84 . • 

907 

1 Hay, 311 : 2 Ind. Jur., 0. \ 
S.6. * 

1606,2110 

2114 

18 W. R., 41 . . . 

3036 

14 W. B., 183 .. . 

1426, 3042 

21 W, B., 88 . . . 

4267 

3 B.L. B., A.C, 362 : 24 ^ 
W. R., 86, note. > 

2208, 2488 

3 B. L. B., A, C., 261 : 12 W. 1 
R, 68. ) 

544,6278 

7 W. B., 363 

6124 

6W. B., 90. 

1394 

7 W. B., 3 . 

3161 

Marsh, 471 : 2 Hay, 595 

666 

23 W. B., 369 . . 

2019,6113 

24 W. B., 200 . 

1991 

3 C. L. B., 630 . 

2620 

2 C. L. B., 377 . 

4229 

22 W. R.. 622 , 

5922 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST, 


Name of Case. 


Badhamonee t;. Ram Narain Dey .... 
Badhamonee Chowdhrain v. Gray 
Badhamonee Dossia v, Shibessurree Debia . 

Badha Monee v. Kishna ..... 
Badhamoje Dey Chowdhry v, Agbore Nath Biswas 

Badhanath Banerjee v. Jodoonath Singh 

' - r. Joy Kishen Mookerjee . 

■ — » — — V. Kangaleo Mollah . 

Badha Nath Bose v. Bama Churn Mookeijec 

V. Suttoprosono Ghose 

Badhanath Chowdhry. In the matter of . 

— V. Joy Soonder Moitra 

Badhanath Das v. Elliott 

Badhanath Dhoopee v. Luckhee Kant Pal . 
Badhanath Dhubi v. Ram Gobind Pal 

Badhanath Doss v. Gisborne & Co. . 

■ — ■ — ■ V. Khellut Chunder Ghose 
Badhanath Dntt v, Gobind Chnnder Chatterjee . 

Badhanath Kundu v. Land Mortgage Bank of India 

Badha Nath Mozoomdar v. Purikhit Bodrik 
Badhanath Panja v, Wooma Churn Chowdhry 
Badhanath Sein v, Bungo Chunder Sein 
Badhanath Shaba v, Eameenee Soonderee Dossee . 
Badhanath Sugracharji v. Baidonath Seal . 
Badhaparshad Singh v. Balmukand Ojha . 
Badhapearee Dossee v. Doorga Monee Dossia 

Badhapershad Misser v. Monohur Das 

Badha Pershad Singh v, Bajhawun Oopadhya 

V, Phuljuri Koer 

’ * " V. Rainjeewun Singh • 

V. Ramparmeswar Singh 

V. Sansar Roy . 

• V. Talook Raj Kooer . 

Badha Prasad Singh v, Bhagwan Rai 

V, Bbajan Rai . 

V, Rajendra Kishore Singh 

V. Salik Rai 

Badha Prosad Singh v, Suudur Lall . 

Badha Proshad Singh v. Ram Coomar Singh 

Badha Proshad Wasti v, Esuf .... 

Badha Pyari Debi v, Nabin Chandra Chowdhry . 
Badha Bam Deb v. James .... 
Badha Bumoh Koondoo v, Phool Koomaree Bibee 
Badhay Kishan v. Kali Misser 
Badheeka Chowdrain v. Ram Mohun Ghose 



Volume and Page. | 

! 


22 W. R.; 440 . 




12 W. R., 296 . 




6 W. U., Act X, 2-5 




2 Afrra, Pt, II, 188 




26 W. R., 384 . 




7 W. R., 441 


s 

X 


1 AV. R., 288 

, 

. 


Marsh., 407 : 2 Hay, 638 

. 


25 W. R., 416 . 

. 

. 


2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 200 

. 



7 C. L. R., 289 . 

, 

. 


2 C. L. R., 302 . 

• 

f 


6 B. L. R., 630 . 

• 



12 W. R., 224, note 


V 


3B. L. R., A.C.,218 

. 

• 

( 

14 Moore's I. A., 1:15 

W.( 

1 

R., P. C., 24. 


1 


17 W. R., 658 . 




4 W. R., S. C. C. Ref., 

19 

. 

c 

I. L. R., 6 Cdlc., 669 : 

8 

C.] 

i 

L. R., 10. 


i 


W. R., 1864, Act X, 60 

, 



22 W. R., Cr., 12 . 




W. R., 1864, 157 




2 W. R., 37 




3 B. L. R., Ap., 118 




7 N. W., 318 




6 W. R., 131 




1. L, R., 6 Calc., 317 

7 

c.> 

\ 

L. R., 293. 


i 


24 W. R., 116 . 

. 

• 


I. L. R., 12 Calc., 402 

• 

. 


11 W. R., 389 . 

, 

• 

( 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 797 : 

13 

c.> 


L. R., 22. 


j 


14 W. R., 27 


. 


20 W. E., 38 


• 


I. L. R., 6 All., 289 




I. L. R., 7 All., 677 




I. L. R., 6 All., 209 


. 


I. L. R., 5 All., 246 

• 

t 


I. L. R., 9 Calc., 644 

• 

. 

'( 

I. L. R., 8 Calc,, 796 ; 

1 

c.> 

1 

L. R..269. 


3 

j 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 414: 

9 

C.^ 

1 

L. R., 76.. 


3 

< 

6B.L.R., 708: 13 W. ! 


1 

P. B., 80. 


3 

20 W. E., 410 . 

, 


. 

10 W. R., 28 


. 


I. L. E., 3 Calc., 161 

, 

, 

• 

1 W. R., 367 

• 

• 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


426.7 

2989 
1439 ' 

539 

1612 

1030, 2770 
3243, 4141 
61 
5523 
3294 
2092 
5289 
2931 

3326, 3364 

3385.6125 
6146 

302 

302 

3326, 3364 

3386.6125 
6145 
1737 
3322 

6014 

531 

962 

3985 

5235, 6745 
5282 

2865, 5188 
2302 

3896 

2990 
5980 
5983 

1211 

6117 

2277 

3310, 3312 
3633 

636, 4186 
998 
6086 

3136,3471 

44 

1178, 1471 

4956 

6613 

2342 

679 

1693 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6661 


Name of Case. 


Kadhey Koonwer v. Ajoodhya Pandey 

Hadliej Lai v. Mahesh Prasad . • . . • 

Radhey Pandey v. Munsaram ..... 

. y. Nund Kooraar Pandey 

Radhey Tewari r. Bujha Misr . 

Radhia v. Beni ... - . . 

Radhika Chowdhrain v, Bama Sundari Dasi • ^ 

■ V. Liikhee Chunder Ghose 

Radhika Churn Sen v. Judoonath Gossamee 
Radhika Mohan Sett. In the goods of . , , 

Radhika Mohun Roy v. Gunga Narain Chowdhry 

»' V, — 

Radhika Perahad Chatterjee v. Ramdhun Pooroheet 
Radhika Pershsid Shadhoo v. Gooroo Prosunno Roy 
Radhikaprasad Chmidor v. Ramsunder Kur 

Radhika Prashad Dey v. Dharma Dasi Debi . 

Radhika Prosunno Chunder v. Nehalee Churn Dey 

— - ■ V. Urjoon Alajhee . . 

Radhoo Chowdhrain v. Heet Lall Roy 
Radhoo Nissee v. Kara Jutioo Nissec 
Radho Panday v. Uup Kuar ..... 
Radoinath Shaha. In the matter of the petition of 
liae Datnodhur Doss v. Bhblanath .... 
Kae Manick Chund v, Beharee Lall .... 
Raesoonissa Begum v. Sharoda Soondnree Chowdhrain . 
Rafautoollah Chowdhry v. Sliushee Shikhur Banerjee . 
Raffee Mahomed v. Abbas Khan .... 
Baffin V. S.S.^Chilka” . . . . 

Ragava v. Rejag<'pal ... . . . • 

Ragava Chariar v, Vedanta Chariar .... 
Ragava Pishardi v. Ayumanjiri Mankal Thupan alias ( 
Valia Thambrakle. i 

Ragavendra Ran v. Mahomed Kanitaraganar 
Raghab Chandra Banerjee o. Brajanath Kundu < 
Chowdhry, I 

Raghapa bin Hanmapa v. Parapa bin Shivapa 
Raghia v. Dharma J hatu ..... 

Ragho Bagaji v. Anaji Manaji Patil • • • . 

Raghobar Misser v, Sital ..... 

Raghobir Singh v. Dharam Kuar , . , . 

Ragho Govind v, Balvant Amrit .... 

Ragho Govind Paranjpe v. Dipchand 

Kaghoji Bhikaji v. Abdul Karim .... 
Kaghoobur Dyal v, Dwarka Dass .... 

Raghoonadha Perya Oodya Taver v. Katama Nauchear 

Raghoonath v, Luohmun Singh .... 
Raghoonath Narain Singh v. Ram Churn Sahoo . 
Raghoonath Pershad v, Surjoo Pershad Singh • 

Raghoo Pandey v. Kassy Parey . . . | 

Raghoo Parirah. In the matter of the petition of ^ 
Ragho Salvi v, Balkrishna Sakharam . * 


Volame and Page. 

Column 

of 

Digeat. 

3 Agra, 69 . 

5129 

I. L. K., 7 All, 864 . 

1713 

2 Agra, 85 ... 

4548 

2 Agra, Pt. II, 164 

3268 

I. L. R.. 3 All., 413 . 

4003 

I. L. U., 1 All., 660 

6011 

4 B. L. R., P. C., 8: 13) 

1595,4150 

Moore’s I. A., 248. . j 


18 W. R., 613 . 

347-2 

20 W. R., 412 .. . 

687 

7 B. L. R., 563 . 

4665 

21 VV. R., 115 .. . 

1747 

22 W. a, 23 . . . 

47 

6 W. R.. Act X, 27 

656 

20 W. R.. 125 , 

3434 

1 B. L. U., A. C.,7 

1253 

3 B. L. R., A. 0., 124: 11 W. ) 

^2350 

R., 499. j 


15 W. R., 410 .. . 

3071 

20W. R., 128 

2691 

IIW. R., 209 . 

3493 

2 Hay, 83 . 

2893 

7 N. W., 223 .. . 

3379 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 195 . 

716, 1287 

2N. W.,413 

1926 

2 N. W., 263 .. . 

3888 

16 W. R., 25 . . . 

8823 

14 W. R., 57 . . . 

4228 

8W. R., Cr., 67 . 

1955 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 196 . 

6600 

I. L. R., 9 Mild., 39 

2886 

I. L. K., 3 Mad., 259 » 

915 

4 Mud., 261 

3472 

1 Mad., 230 ... 

1 3684 


9 B. L. R., 91, note : 14 W. ) 

R., 489. > 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 217 . 

1 Bom., 52 ... 

5 Bora., A. C., 116 
7N. W., 228 
I. L. R., 3 All., 108 
I. L. R., 7 Bom., 101 . 

I. L. R., 4 liom., 96 . [ 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 660 
3N. W.. 343 • . . 

lOW.R., P.C., 1 : 11 Moore's 
1 I. A., 50. ) 

1 Agra, 132 

2 W. R., Mis., 48 

22W. R., 162 . . 

1. L. R., 10 Calc., 73: 13 C. ) 

L. B., 263. ) 

10 B. L. R., Ap., 26: 19 W.^ 

R., Cr., 28. ) 

1. L. R., 9 Bom., 128 . 


760 

6819 

4022 

2865 

1233 

1400 

635, 1074 
2714 
3209 
2818 

1700, 4962 
4988 
4026 
209 
3193 


978 

1174,3967 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIQKST. 


Name of Gase. 


Baj^hubai Ram Chandra. In the matter of 
Baghabans Gir v, Sheosaran Gir 

Baghubans Knar v, Mabpal Singh 
Baghubanund Doss v, Sadhu Churn Doss . 

Ragbubar Chowdry v. Bhaikdhari Singh . 

Baghubar Dayal v. Bank of Upper India . 

- V. Budhu Lai 

Ilahi Buksh 

V, Lachmin Shankar 

Baghubar Djal Sahu v. Biiikya Lai Misser 
Baghumoni Audhicary v, Nilmoni Singh Deo 
Baghunandan Bai v. Mahabir Rai 

Baghunandan Singh v, Majbuth Singh' 

Baghu Nandan Thakur Bamcharan Kapali 
Baghu Nath v, Thakuri . 

Baghu Nath Bali v. Maharaj Bali 

Baghunath Das* In the matter of the petition of 

V, Ashraf Husain Khan 

V. Badri Prasad 

■ - V. Kakkan Mai 

V. Raj Kumar 


Baghunath Ganesh v, Gangadhar Bhikaji 
Baghunath Gopal v. Nilu Nathaji 
Baghunath Prasad v, Gobind Prasad 

— ■ V. Jurawan Rai 

Baghunath Shaw v, Bajkrishna Deb . 

Baghunath Singh v» Ram Kumar Mandal 
Baghu Ram v. Dannu Lai 
Baghu Ram Biswas v. Ram Chandra Dobay 

Bagunada Rau v. Nathainuiii Thathamayyangar 
Bahi V. Govinda valad Teja 
Bahiman Khan Samoji Sahib v, Patcha Miyah 

Bahimatbai v» Hirbai « • . . 

Bahim Bibi. In the matter of the petition of 
Bahmani Bibi v, Hulasa Kuar • • 

Bahmatulla v, Sariutulla Kagchi 

Bahoman v. Fuzuloonissa 
Bai Balkishen v. Rai Sitaram 

Bai Bishen Chand v, Asmnida Koer . 

Bai Chand v, Mathura Prasad . . 

Baichand Mangal v. Abdulla Amruddin Kotval 
Baicharan Pal v. Pyari Mani Dasi 

Bai Dhanpat Singh Bahadur v, Madhumati Debi 


Volume and Pajfe. 


L.-. 
63 { 
,L/^ 

'W.\ 


w. > 

i 

'I 

> 

) 


6 Bom., O. C., 86 
I. L. R., 6 All., 243 
I. L. H., 5 Cale., 744; 6 C. 

R., 593 : L. U., 7 I. A.. 

1. 1 R., 4 Calc., 426 : 3 C. 
R„ 634. 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 41 : 11 
R , 456. 

I. L. R., 5 All., 364 
I. L. R., 8 All., 95 
I. L. R., 7 All., 460 
I. L. R., 6 All., 461 
I. L. R , 12 Cftlo.. 69 
I. L. R., 2 Calc., 393 
I.L. R.,7 All., 720 
6 B. L. R., 387, note : 10 
R., 379. 

1 B. L. R., P. B., 55 : 10 W 
R., F. B., 39. 

I. L. R., 4 All , 16 
I. L. R., 11 Calc., 777 : 

R., 12 I. A., 112. 

I. L. R., 6 All., 21 
I. L. R , 2 All., 252 
I. L. R., 6 All., 21 
I. L. R., 3 All., 568 
I. L. R,, 7 All , 276 
I. L. R., 7 All., 876 
1. L. R., 10 Bom., 60 
I. L. K„ 9 Bmn., 452 
I. L. R., 8 All., 76 
I. L R., 8 All., 105 
1 B. L. R., S. N., 2 
6 B. L. R., Ap., 64 ; 14 
R., 81. 

I. L. R., 2 All., 285 
B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 34: 

It., F. B., 127. 

6 Mad., 423 
I. L. R., 1 Bom., 97 
I. L R., 4 Mad., 285 . 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 34 

I. L. R., 6 All., 69 
I. L. R., 1 All., 642 

1 B. L. R., F. B., 58 : 10 
R., F. B., 61. 

W. R., 1864, 326 
I. L. R., 7 All., 731 . 

I. L. K., 6A11., 660: L. 

11 1. A., 164. 

I. L. R.,3 All., 292 . 

6 Bom., A. C., 99 
3 B, L. R., 0. C., 70 . 

9 B. L. R., 197, note ; 18 
R., 316. 


W. 


w. 




> 


W. 


Colnmo 

of 

Digest. 


2661 

3462 

1841 

2451,2466 

i408 

5194 

3979 

5459 

3381 

2076,3429 

3293 

4545 

3720 

5828 

2481 

3371 

’ 5952 
5615 
5962 

5435. 6017 
233, 5951 
6951 
1227 

190, 2774 
2186 
’ 3939 

158 

4974 

3608 

6701 

2786 

2319, 2440 
810 

2226, 2312 
4133 
4236 

3213, 3214 
1429, 4812 
4829, 4861 
6800 
6789 

437, 2402 
2272, 2560 

193 

5655 

2486 

498 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6663 


NuiAe of Case. 


Raie Churn Paul v. Suroop Chunder My tee • 
liai Gobind Singh t*. Soonder Pal . • • 

Raiji Manor v. Desai Kallianrai Hukmatrai 
Raiji Narottam v. Purushottam Girdhar 
Rai Kisheii Chand v, Sbeo Baram liai 

Raikisori Dasi o. Bonomali Charan Haiti . . 

Rai Koraul Dossee v, Laidley ..... 
Railoo Mull v. Nanuk ...... 

Rai Manik Chand d. Madhoiam . . • | 

Rai Mohun Roy v. Wise . . . . . 

Rai Mooraree l)os8 V. Bucha Singh . . • • 

Rai Naraiu Dass v. Newton ..... 

V, Nownit Lai . . . J 

Rainey. In re 

■ V. Ishur Chunder Bhuttncharjee 

■ ■■ V, Nobo Coomar Hooker jee .... 

Rai Purdimun Kishen w. Rouahun Singh . . • 

Rai Seeta Ram v, Kishun Dass aliajf Kishnaram . 

Rai Sri'*Kishen v. Rai Huri Kishen .... 
Raisuddin Chowdhry t>. Khoda Newaz Chowdhry 

Raisunnissa Begum. In the matter of • • ^ 

■ ' V, Khujjunnissa . . ^ 

Raja V. Subbaraya ....... 

Rajabdi v. Ismail Ahmed ...... 

Rajagopal. In re . . . . 

Rajagopala Ayyangar v. Collector of Cbingleput . 
Rajagopalashari v. Subbaraya Mudali 
Rajagopal Takkaya Naiker v. Muttupalem Chetti 
Rajah of Cherakal Kovilagom v. Kottayath Kij’aki 
Kovilagath Revi Varma Mootha Bajab. ) 

Rajah of Kantit, In the matter of the petition of 
Rajah of Pittapur v, Buchi Sitayya Qaru 

V, Venkata Mahipati Surya 

Rajah of Venkatageri. In the matter of the petition of 
Rajah of Venkatagiri v. Mahomitied Rahimtulla Sahib . 

V. Pitch ana .... 

Rajah Ram v. Bainee Hadbo ..... 
Rajan v. Basuva Chetti ...... 

Raj an Harji v, Ardeshir Hormusji .... 

Rajanikanth Biswas v. Ram Nath Neogy , , , 

Rajanikauth Nag Rai Cbowdhuri v, Hari Mohan Guba. 
Kajaram v, Bansi 

Rajaram Banerjee v, Sonatum Roy .... 
Rajaram Bhagvat v Jibai 

Rajaram Chowdhry v, Seetola Buksh Misser • « 

Rajaram Govindram v. Brown ..... 
Rajaram Kalita v, Roopa Kagatee Kalita • * 

Rajaram Lala v, Kaliappou ..... 

Rajaram Tewari v. Lachman Prasad • • ^ 



Colnnin 

Volume and Page. 

of 

Digrest;. 

9 W. R., 698 .. . 

2614 

2 Agia, Pt. II, 177 

6617 

6 Horn., A. C., 56 

3377 

2 Bom., 244 : 2u(l Ed., 233 . 

6630 

7 N. W., 121 . . . 

4603 

1 B. L. B., 8. N., 14 : 10 W.\ 
R., 209. ] 

2693, 4924 


I. L. R., 4 Calc., 967 . . 6178 

1 N. W., 171 : Ed. 1873, 250 4J11 

3 B. L. R., P. C., 6: 11 W. •) 

R., P. C., 42 : 13 Mooi-e a f 36, 1343 

I. A.. 1. 3 

16 W. R., Cr., 24 . . 4601 

4N. W., 122 . . . 4689 

6 N. W., 43 . . . 2808 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 809 : 4 C. L. •) 

R., 67. j 

6 B. L. R., 726, note . . 901 

12 W. R., 3.33 ... 901 

6C. L. R., 643 . . . 3167 

1 Agra, 111 ... 3263 

3 Agra, 402 ... 1714 

5 Moore’s I. A., 432 . . 1729 

12C. L. R., 479 . . . 3007,3992 

2B. L. R.,A.C., 129:10W.> ™ 

R., 62. \ 

4 B. L. R., A. C., 149 : 13 W.7 

R., 143. J 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 253 . . 2466 

7 Bom., O. C., 27 . . 3674 

I. L. 11., 9 Mad., 447 . . 3091 

7 Mad., 98 ... 3035 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 31 . . 6302 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 103 . . 997 

7 Mad., 210 . . . 3753 

I. L. R., 8 All., 668 . . 6257 

L. R., 12 I. A., 16 . . 4661, 6028 

L R.. 12 I. A., 116 . . 4878 

6 Mad., 92 . . . . 6508 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 13 . . 223 

I. L U., 9 Mad., 27 . . 3692 

5N. W., 81 . . . 5400 

2 Mad., 428 ... 66 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 70 . [ ^^^6131^^ 

I. L. R , 10 Calc., 244 . . 1902, §385 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 470 . . 6039 

1. L. R., 1 AIL, 207 . . 3163, 3718 

23 W. R., 404 .. . 2518, 6096 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 151 . . 4293 

7W. R„113 . . . 239 

7 Bom., 0.*C., 97 . . 6644, 6586 

13 W. R., 113 .. . 1758 

5 Mad., 129. . . . , 906 

4 B. L. R., A. C., 118 : 12 W. I 1455. 1760 
R., 478. j 4266 


666i 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE BIQHST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Bajaram Tewary v, Luchmun Persad . 

Baja Singh v. Sulka .... 
Baja valad Hussein. lu re 

Baja Talad Shlvapa v. Krishuabhat . 

Baj Bahadur v. Birmha Singh . 

■ V. Bisben Bayal . 

Baj Bahadur Singh v. Achumbit Lai 

Baj Begum v. Eeza H ossein 

Baj Beharee Boy v, Tarapei’sbad Roy 

Bajballab Saha v. Bamsaday Ghose . 

Baj Bullub Addhya ik Gobindo Chunder Moitro 

Rajbullub Buye v. Taranath Roy 

Raj Bullub Gope v. Issan Chunder Hajrah . 

Raj Bullubb Mitter v, Sveeram Sircar 

Bajbullubh Sen v. Ooraesh Chunder Rooz 

Baj Bullub Shaha v. Gossain Dass Shaba 
Rajbullub Sbammee v. VVaris Mahomed 
Bajbunsee Lall v. Judoobuns Subaye . 

Baj Chandra Bose v. Dharma Chandra Bose 


I 


• \ 
] 

1 


( 

\ 


i 


Baj Chandra Poddar v. Manorama 

Baj Chookun Duswandi v. Busjeet Tewaree 
Baj Chunder Bbuttacbarjee v. Meertunjoy Sheeroin- 
Raj Chunder Bundoo v. Bajessory Dossee 
Raj Chunder Burmun v. Roma Kant Chuckerbutty 


Raj Chunder Chatterjee v, Modhoosoodun Mookerj^e 

Raj Chunder Chowdhry Busbeer Mahomed 

— — - — — - -■■■ ■ V. Rajnath Chowdhry 

Bajchunder Chuckerbutty v, Kinoo Khan . 

• V. Punchanua Surmah Chow- 


dhry. 

Baj Chunder Deb Biswas v, Sheeshoo Ram Deb 
Raj Chunder Ghose v. Joy Chunder Dutt 

— V, Joy Kishen Mookerjee 

~ ' 1 Chunder Banerjee 

Raj Chunder Gope v. Joogal Gope 
Baj Chunder Mojoomdar v. Bajaram Gope 
Baj Chunder Roy v. Chundee Churn Naik 

- - V, Isser Chunder Roy 

■ V. Kishen Chunder . 


V, Shama Sooudari Debi 


B. L. B., Sup. VoL, 731 : 2 ) 
Ind. Jur., N. S.,216:8W.[ 
R.. 16. ) 

I. L. R., 6 All., 398 . 

I. L. K., 10 Born,, 174 . 

1. L. B., 3 Bom., 232 • 

I. L. R., 3 All., 85 
1. L. R., 4 All., 343 . 

L. R.,6l. A.,110 :6C.L. R., 
12. 

2W.R.,76 
20W. R.. 188 . 

5 B. L. R., Ap., 65 : 14 W. \ 

R, 155. j 

12 W. R., Cr., 66 

3 W. R.. Mis., 2 . 

7 W. R., 355 .. . 

25 W. R., 109 .. . 

LL. R., 5 Calc., 41: 8 C. L.*J 

R., 384. ] 

13 W. R., 400 . 

8W. R., 450 

9 W. R., 286 .. . 

2B. L. R., A.-C., 77:8B.L.) 

R.,510,uote:10VV. R.,416 ) 
3B. L. R., Ap., 148: 12 W.) 

R.. 353. i 

20 W. R., 165 .. . 

2 Hay, 299 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 240 . 

15W. R., 324 . 

I.L. R., 8 Calc., 395 : 10 €.1 
L. R., 435. ) 

24 W. R., 476 . . . 

W. R., 1864, 222 . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 329 . 

4 W. R , 7 . 

7 W. B., 146 .. . 

12 W. R., 197 .. . 

4W. R.,76 

6 W. R., Act X, 86 

18W. R., 172 . 

22W. R., 385 . 

8 W. R., 437 .. . 

Bourke, 0. C., 139 

4 W. U., Act X, 16 . 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 583 . 


Raj Chunder Roy Chowdhry v. Brojondro Coomar Roy 

Chowdhry. 3 

— — ■ V, Greesh Chunder Roy 

^ 1 ■ ■ — - V, Unnoda Pershad Moo- \ 

kerjee. 

Raj Chunder Shaha v, Gobind Chunder Koolal 
" ' V, Hur Mohun Roy 


21 W. R., 182 . 

5 W. R., Mis., 46 
17 W. R., 221 , 

13 W. R., 102 . 

22 W. R., 98 


Column 

of 

Digest 


2188, 4032 

216 

6640 


2863, 6082 
499 

3348 

1353, 3686 
5283 

837 

4097 

3496 

1366, 5431 
5315 

2196 

1878 

4479 

1417 

5690 

3999 

782 

666 

4799 

2772 

3140 

98 

6117 

3260 

6738 

2199 
4162 
3286 
778 
4068 
1187 
5828 
425 
3799 
393, 430 
4287 

178 

201, 6921 
4336 
5824 

3919, 5417 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6666 


Nome of Case. 


Raj Chunder Surma Gossain v. Ali Newaz Khan . 

Raj Coomar Kirthu Ojha ..... 
Raj Coomar Baboo v, Judoo Bun^shee * 

Raj Coomar Baboo Deo Nund Singh. In the matter ‘i 


of the petition of. 

Raj Coomaree Dassee v> Gopal Chunder Bose 
Raj Coomar Goopto. In the matter of 
Raj Coomar Lall v. Bissessur Dyal 
Raj Coomar Roy v, Alfuzuddin Ahmed 
» " ■ V, Assa Bebee . 

V. Kadumbiny Dehi . 

. — V. Mahomed Wais • 

Raj Coomar Roy Chowdhry v. Debendronarain Roy 
Raj Coomar Singh. In the matter of the petition of 

V. Choto Raj Coomar Singh 

, Dinonath Ghuttuck . 

- — V. Rajbunsee Kooer • 

V. Ram Suhaye Roy 

Raj Coomar Singh alias Naiihoo Lall «. Lalljee Sahoo 
Raj Dharee Lall v. Mohadeo Singh • • 

Rajdhur Chowdhry v, Kalikristna Bhattacharjya 

Raj Doollab v. Mohessur Bhutt . • 

Raj Doollub Sircar v, Ooma Churn Biswas • 

Rajeeb Lochun Saha Chowdhry v. Masseyk . 

Rajeeb Lochun S^iwunt v. Mohevssuree Dossee 
Rajeeb Ram Doss v, Mahomed H ossein 
Rajender Chunder Newgee v, Bhoobun Kalee Debea 

V, Mahomed Aynooddeen 

Rajender Dutt v. Sham Chund JVlitter 
Rajender Kishore Singh v, Perlhad Sein 
Rajender Nath Roy v. Putto Soondery Dassee 
Rajender Pertab Saha v. Beer Pertab Saha , 

Rajendra Kishore Singh v, Pershad Sen 

' ■ ' V, Radha Prasad Singh 

Rajendra Matilal v, Ramnarain Matilal 

Rajendra Nath Haidar v, Jagendra Nath Haidar 


Rajendra Rau v, Sama Rau 

Rajendro Chunder Roy Chowdhry. In the matter of 
the petition of. ) 

Rajendro Kishore Narain Singh v, Doorga Koonwar 
Rajendro Kishore Roy Ghowdhry. In the matter of • 
Rajendro Kishore Singh v, Bulaky Mahtou 
V, Hyabul Singh . 

Rajendro Lall Gossami v. Shama Churn Lahori . J 

Rajendro Narain Biswas v, Mohendro Lall Mitter 
Rajendro Narain Lahoree v, Saroda Soonduree Debia 
Rajendro Narain Neogi v, Kumud Narain Bbup . 
Rajendro Nath Dutt v, Mahomed Lai 
Rajendronath Mookhopadhya v, Bassider Ruhman ) 
Khondkhar. ) 

Rajendronath Roy Bahadoor v, Chunnoomul 
Rajendro Protab Sahee v, Bhowabul Singh . 


Volume and Page. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 133 

538 

13 W. R., Cr., 67 

6510 

14 W. R., 112 .. . 

3496 

7 W. R., 90 . . . 

280 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 614 . 

4312 

IIW. R., 364 . 

3846 

I. L. U., 10 Calc., 688 . 

V134 

8 C. L. R., 419 . 

3745, 6065 

3 W. U.. Act X, 170 . 

1610 

13 W. R., F. B., 63 . 

899 

7 W. R., 337 .. . 

3152 

15 W. R., 41 . . . 

1352 

2 C. L. R., 62 . . . 

6068, 6251 

W. R., 1664, Act X, 12 

6il4 

1 C. L. R., 352 . 

5945 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 108 

539 

11 W. R., 161 . 

4145, 5822 

18 W. R., 333 . 

5451 

IIW. R., 611 . 

5119 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 963: 11 C.> 

6813 

L. R., 330. i 

low. R., 364 . 

1611 

21 W. R., 109 .. . 

4962 

18 W. R., 193 . 

3497, 3526 

low. R., 365 . 

5485 

6 W. R., Mis., 61 

1887 

W. R., 1864, 65 . 

6129 

W. R., 1864, 143 

4591 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 106 . 

2475 

22 W. R., 165 . 

3125 

5C. L.R., 18 . 

2414 

W. R., 1864, 111 

2345 

2 C. L. R., 183 . 

2702 

I. L. R., 3 All., 854 . 

233 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 3 

912 

7 B. L. R., 21(> : 15 W. R., •) 

2537 

P. C., 41 : 14 Moore’s I. > 

A.. 67. J 

2820 

1 Mad., 436 .. . 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 737 . 

4721 

7 W. R., 164 .. . 

5344 

10 W. R., Or., 66 

4732 

r. L. R., 7 Calc., 367 . 

' 3194 

17W. R., .379 . 

6^ 

I.L. B., scale., 188 : 4 C. L.^ 

1166,6087 

B., 417. > 

3 C. L. B.. 21 . . • 

1188 

1.5 W. B., 548 . 

2114,2116 

3C. L. R., 569 . 

6234 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 42 

4251 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 146 : 25 W.l 

3046 

R., 329. i 

1. L. R., 5 Calc., 448 . 

1913 

14 W. R., 105 . 

6139 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Bajendar Eishwur Singb v, Sheopursbun Missur • 

Bajendur Pertab Sabee v. Lalljee Saboo 
Bajesburee Debia v, Raj Coomaree Dosaee . 
Bajeasuree Debia v, Brindabuttj Debia 

V. Jogendro Nautb Roy 

— V. Sbibaatb Cbatterjee 

Bajessuree Koonwar v, Inderjeet Koonwar • 

Rajeawara Gajapaty Naraina Deo Maiiarajnlnngaru v. 
Virapratapah Rudra Gajapaty Naraina Deo Maha- 
rajulungarn. 

Raj Gobind Dey v. Rajessuree Dossce 

Rajbuni Singb v. Empress • . • • 

Bajiblocban v, Bimalamani Dasi • • 

Bajjo V. Lalman ...... 

Raj Kisbeii Mookerjee v. Dusrutb Sootrodhur 
V. Huro Mobun Mookerjee 

• V, Modboo Soodun Mundle 

• V. Pearee Mobun Mook^ijee 



i;. 

■ " V. Radbamadbub Haidar « 

— I — V. Sree Natb Dutt . 

Raj Kishen Roy v, Prankishen Roy . ... 

•— — I V, Surut Chunder Chuckerbutty . 

Raj Kisben Singb v, Huro Soonduree Dossee • 
Rajkisben Sircar v, Cbowdhry Jabeeoorul Huq • 
Rajkisbor Dutt Roy v. Girisb Cbandra Roy Chowdbry 
Rajkisbore Bhuddur v. Huree Mobun Bhuddur . 

Raj Eisbore Dutt v. Bydonatb Shaba 

Bajkisboree Dossee v. Budden Chunder Shaw 
Rajkisbore Laboory v. Gobind Chunder Lahoory . 

Raj Kisbore Mookerjee v. Hureehnr Mookerjee . 

Rajkisbore Mozoomdar v. Heeraloll Buksbee 
Raj Kisbore Mullick v. Brindabun Chunder Poddar 
Rajkisbore Shaw v. Bhadoo Nashoo . 

BajkiBeen Singb. In the matter of the petition of 

"*■’ V, Ramjoy Surma Mozoomdar • 

Bajkisto Majee v, Nobaee Seal .... 

Bajkifito Paul v. Nittyanund Paul 

Raj Kisto Roy v. Beer Chunder Joobraj . • 

Raj Koomar Singh v. Sabebzada Roy • . 

Bajkrisbna Mooketjee v. Kali Cbaran Dobain 

Raj Krishna Singb v. Collector of Mymensingb • 

— ; V. Pronoda Dabee Raj Coomaree 

Rnjkristo Banerji v. Bama Soonduree 

Bajkristo Moitro v. Koylasb' Chunder Bhuttacbarjee 

Baj Kristo Mookerjee v. Issur Chunder Mookeijee 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 




lind. Jur., N. S., 273 : 6 W. 
R., P. C., 65 : 10 Moore' 
I. A., 438. 

20 W. R., 427 . 

15 W. R., 182 . 

7 W. R.. 212 
28 W. R., 278 . 

4 W. R., Act X, 42 
6 W. R., 1 . 

6 Mad., 31 . 


4 W. R., 10 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 455 : 11 C.'j 
L. R., 569. j 

2 B. L. R.^ A. C., 82 
1. L. R., 5 All., 180 

15 W. R., 234 . 

6 W. R., 248 
17 W. R., 413 . 

20 W. R.. 342 . 

20 W. R., 421 . 

24 W. R., 114 . 

21 W. R.. 349 . 

23 W. R.. 408 . 

W. R., 1864j Act X, 89 
4 W. R., 79 

16 W. R., 255 . 

W. R., 1864, 351 
4 B. L. R , A. C., 136 

19 W. R., 195 . 

12 W. li., 365 . 

2Ind. Jur., N. S., 49 : 6 W.> 

R 298. 1 

L L.’r., iCalc., 27: 24 W. > 
R., 234. ] 

1 B. L. R., S. N., 8: 10 W.l 
R., 117. S 

Marsh., 188 . • 

16 W. R., 119 .. . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 78 
B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 606 : 6 1 

W. R., Mis., 111. j 

I. L. R., 1 Calc.. 186 : 19 W. 1 

R., 8. i 

1 W. R.. 361 

20 W. R., Or., 60 

6 W. R., 308 .. . 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 20 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 122 : 16 W. 1 
B., 109. i 

19 W. R., 232 . 

21 W. R., 74 

23 W. R.. 296 . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 24 
23 W, B., 90 


4042 

4181 

3514 

4198. 4483 
86, 93 
1752,4391 
1411 

2326, 3366 

2293 

1804 

6485. 5487 
4558 
6314 
6776 
2889 
1162 
4192 
684 

3550, 4774 
4819 
584 
1637 
2895 
279 
2514 
3396 
6106 
5688 

3223 

2295 

1618 

4934 

2883 

3926 

284 

2228 

2892 

4749 

3188 

2856, 4745 
1654, 4148 

1899 

1454 

166 

1104 

6981 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6667 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Bajkristo Roy v, Dinobundoo Surma . • 

■■ V. Kishoree Mobnn Mojoomdar 

Hajkristo Singh v. Bungshee Mohun . 

Huro Soonducee Chowdrain 

■ V. Sefatoollah . 

Bajkumar Banerji v, llajlakki Dabi • 

Bajkuinar Mookerjee v, Prannath Mookerjee • 

Bajkumar Nobodip Chundro Deb Burmun v, Bir , 

Cliundra Manikya Bahadoor. ^ 

Bajkumar Parainanik v. Stewart . . . • 

Raj Kumar Ramgopal Naiayan Singh v. Ram Dutt| 
Chowdr}". ^ ^ i 

Raj Kumar Roy v. Kadamhini Debi . . • • 

■ * — — V. Kalikrishna Roy . 

Bpjkumar Sing v» Kali Charan Sing • 

Raj Kunwar w. Indirjit Kunwar . • . | 

C 

Bajlakhi Debi v. Taramani Chowdhrain • , \ 

Bajlakhi Debia v, Gakul Chandra Chowdhry . | 

Raj Luckhee Chowdhrain v, Shib Dyal Tewaree Chow- 1 
dhry ' 

Raj luckhee Debia v. Mohesh Chunder Mojoomdar * 

Raj Lukhee Debia v, Chunder Kant Chowdhry 
Rajlukhee Dassee v, Pearun Bibee 
Rajlukliy Dassee v. Rash Munjury Chowdrain 
Raj Mahomed v. Banoo Hasinah 
Raj Manick Singh v, Ruttun Manick Bose • 
Rajmoheeney Daboe v. Muddoosoodun Dey 
Raj Mohinee Chowdhrain v, Dino Bundhoo Chowdhry 
Ruj mohun Bose v. East Indian Railway Company 

Rfljinohun Gosaain v, Gourmohun Gossain . 

Raj mohun Mitter v. Commissioner of the Soonderbuns 

V. Gooroo Chum Aych . 

Rajtnohun Mookerjee v, Nilmonee Mitier . 

Rajmohun Neogee v. Anund Chunder Chowdhry . 

Rajmonee Dabee v. Chunder Kant Sandel • . ^ 

Rajmungul Roy v, Anundraoyee * . , . 

Rajnarain v, Rowshun Mull 

Rajnarain Bose v. Universal Life Assurance Company 

Rajnarain Deb Chowdhry v, Kassee Chunder Chow-') 
dhry. j 

Raj Narain Dutt v, Gourmonee Dossee 
Raj Narain Koer v, Inder Chunder Baboo . • • 

Rajnarain Koonwar v. Lala Tamoli Raut 
Raj Narain Roy v, Juggessur Mookerjee 
■' w. Modhoo Soodun Mookerjee 

— ; V. Woeraesh Chunder Goopto 

Rajnarain Roy Chowdhry v. Atkins . 



B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 360 : 

3 

Ql AP9 


W. R.. S. C. C. Ref. 

6. 


014/ 


3 W. R., 14 



2614 


14 W. R., 448, note 



6378 


13 W. U. 313 . 



628 


7 W. R, 85 



2660 


I. L. R.. 12 Calc., 441 



3524 


7 U. L. R., Ap., 41 : 
R., 499. 

16 

W.| 

6691 

> 

25 W. R., 404 . 

• 

. 

2894 

5 B. L. R., Ap., 23 


, 

6721 

i 

5 B. L. R., 264; 13 

W. 

E.,7 

3891 


P. B., 82. 



• 

4 B. L. R., P. B., 175 


. 

899 


7 B. L. R., 197 . 

• 

. 

4776 


1 B. L. R., Ap.,20: 
R., 57. 

11 

w.| 

177 


5 B. L. R., 685 : 13 

w. 

B., 

331, 3397 

1 

52. 


W.7 

) 

6047, 6138 

c 

1 

2 B. L. R , A. a, 281 : 
R., 218. 

11 

1138 

C 

3B. L. R., P. C.,67: 

12 

w. ) 


J 

R., P. C., 47 : 13 Moore 8 v 

1760,2196 


I. A., 209. 




] 

18 W. R., 620 . 



840 


14 W. R., 191 . 



1202 


14 W. R., 173 . 



2856 


23 W. R., 82 



6367 


6 C. L. R., 615 . 



3508 


12 W. R., 34 



1754 


15 W. R., 46 



5282 


Bonrke, 0. C., 24 



913 


17 W. R., 666 . 



183 


lOB. L. R., 241 . 



2824, 4706 


4 W. R., P. C.,47: 8 

Moore's 

1718, 2018 


I. A., 91. 



2366 


1 W. R., 344 

• 


6984 


6 W. R., Act X, 106 

• 


3018 


11 W. R., 222 

• 


4768 


10 W. R., 166 . 

• 


2691 

c 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 440 

: lOC.l 

1193, 4290 

1 

L. R., 437. 



4291 


11 W. R., 63 



4466 


22 W. R., 124 . 



2018, 2801 

V 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 694 

10 C. ) 

1697, 2682 

i 

•7 

L. B., 661. 



2705, 6860 

10 B. L. R., 324: 18 

w. 

R.. 

2089 

; 

404. 


> 


6 W. B., 215 



1730, 4662 


W. B.. 1864, Mis., 39 



220 


I. L. R., 11 Calc., 91 



2759 


14 W. R., 247 . 



366 


20W. B., 19 



634 


8 W. B., 444 



8392 


1 W. R., 46 : 6 W. R., Act X, 30 

1613 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


* Name of Cose. 

Bajnarain Sein. In the matter of the petition of 

V, Deegohur Paul 

Rajnarain Singh v, Heeralal . . . . 

— ^ V, Sheera Mean 

Rajnarayan Pal, In the matter of . . 

Uajnath Pandah v, Doorga Lall • * 

Rajoo V. Raj Coomar Singh . . . . 

Kajoo Singh v, Gunesbmonee Burmonee 
- V. Lalla Balgobiud Lai . . • 

Rajpal v» Chooramun . . • • . 

Rajpati Singb v. Ram Sukhi Kuar 

Raj ranee Dossee. In the matter of the petition of 

Rajrani of Burdwan v. Purikhit Rawtra 

Rajroopram v. Buddoo . • • . • 

Raj Roop Singh Buldeo Singh . • 

Rajrup Koer v. Abdul Hossein .... 

Raju Bala v, Krisbnarav Ramchaudra > 

Rajuh Mundle v. Loebun Mundle 
Rajunder Narain Rae v. Bijai Goviud Singh 


Rajvi Narayan Mandlik v. Dadaji Bapuji 
Rakal Doss Tewaree v. Kinooram Haidar . 
itakhab Doss. In re . 

Rakbal Chandra Rai Chowdhuri v. Secretary of State 
for India. ) 

Rakhal Chunder Bose v. Dwarka Nath Misser 
Rakbal Chunder Roy Chowdhry v. Mabtab Khan . 
Rakhal Chunder Tewaree v. Kinooram Haidar 
Rakhal Churn Mundul v. Watson & Co. 

Rakbal Das Bundopadhya v. Indurmonee Dabee . 

Rakhaldas Madak v. Madhusudhan Madak . . 

Rakhal Das Mookerjee v. Tunoo Poramanic 
Bakhaldass Singh Vs Sheo Pershad Singb 
Rakbaldoss Bose v. Golam Surwar .... 
Rakhaldoss Moduck v. Bindoo Basbinee Debia 
Rakbaldoss Mookerjee v, Sburno Moyee 

Rakhal Doss Mundul v. Protab Chunder Hazrab . 

Rakbaldoss Singh v, Heera Motee Dossee . 

Rakhaldoss Singbee v, Roy Chunder Dutt . 

Rakhal Monee Dossee v, Brojendro Gopal Roy 
Rakhi Bibi v. Rabat Bibi 

Rakhmabai v, Radbabai ...... 

Rakhmaji. In re the petition of . . • . 

Rakuh Doss v. Sooraj Mull 

Baku Bibi v. Mahomed Musa Khan .... 




Column 

Volume and Pagre. 


of 

Digest. 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 42 


1509 

14 W. R., Cr., 22 

• 

1509 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 142 . 

• 

2465 

7 W. R., 67 

9 

5398 

13 B. L. R., Ap., 25 


2661 

12 W. R., 136 . 


1766 

7 W. R., 137 


2775 

15 W. R., 400 . 


3367 

1 W. R., 26 


6237 

4 N. W., 10 

\ 

\ 

753. 765 
1940 

I. L. R.. 2 All., 40 

. 

4766 

1. L. 11., 1 Calc., 62 : 24 W. 1 

4662 

K., 206. 


7 B. L. R., Ap., 15 : 16 
R., 426. 

W.| 

6918 

1 Ind. Jur., O. S., 93 : 
Hyde, 155. 


2572 

2 W. R., 258 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 394 : L. 

2 ::] 

2234 

7 1. A., 240 : 7 C. L. 
629. 

4577 


( 

1030, 1353 

I. L. R.. 2 Bom., 273 . 


3229, 4763 
4776, 4794 


L 

4813 

W. R., 1864; Cr., 73 . 


969 

2 Moore’s 1. A., 181 


992, 4643 

2 Moore’s 1. A., 253 


2694, 4437 

I L. R., 1 Bom., 623 . 


4388, 4389 

7 W. R., 242 


1608 

Bourke, 0. C., 69 . 


430, 6897 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 603 . 


4687 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 346 . 


5452 

25 W. R , 221 


1183 

10 W. R., 442 


4912 

1. L. R., 10 Calc., 60 . 


1992,4195 

1 C. L. R., 166 . 


1170, 1782 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 409 : 
W. R., 319. 

isj 

6061 

7 W. R., 239 


216 

24 W. R., Cr., 73 


4504 

2 W. R., Act X, 69 


4997 

Marsh*., 293 ; 2 Hay, 157 


1708 

6 W. R., 100 


6286 

12 W. R., 465 


333, 5784 
6239 

22 W. R., 282 . 


.6028 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 124 . 


6820 

23 W. R., 303 . 


4336 

7 N. W., 191 


3729 

5 Bora., A. C., 181 


2120 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 668 . 


898 

Bourke, 0. C., 131 


1201, 6126 
6130 

4 B. L. R., A. C., 10 . 


3092 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


:^ame of Case. 


Ralli V. Fleming 

V, Gau Kim Swee 

Hama w. Chengalvaraya 

V, Jan Mahomed 

V. Kunji 

— V. Ranga 
— • V. Shivram 
— — V, Venkatachalam 
V. Veiikatesa . 

Hamahai v, Trirnbak Ganesh Desai 

Ramabai Sabeb Patvardban Appa 
Ramabhai Girdbarbhai v. Ali Akbar Kajrani 
Raniachandra v, Bbimrao . 

V. Krishna . 

- V. Pitobaikanni 

Haraacbandra Mankeshwar v. Bbimrao Raoji 
Rama Chandra Sbastry v. Papu Aiyan 
Rama Chandra Sarya Aricbandrana Deo v. Darvada I 

Raman na Cbandiri. j 

Ramadbar v. Ram Dayal .... 

Ram Adbeen Pandey v, Goordial Pandey • 

Ramadbin v. Mahesb .... 

Ramadhii^ Mabton v, Ganesb . • 

Ramagopal tf. Majeti Mallikkarjanudu 
Ramaisber Singh v. Saiva Zalim Singh 
Ramaiya v. Narayauasamy 
Ramakistuam v. Ragavachari 
Rama Koer v. Lalla Bbugwan Lall 
Ramakrishna v. N amasivaya 
Raraakrisbna Chetti v. Palanyandi Kudambar 
Ramakrisbnappa v. Adinarayana 
Ramakristnacastrulu v. Darba Lakshmidevamma 
Ramalakshamma v. Ramanna . • 

Ramalakbsbmi Ammal v. Sivananantha Perumal Sethu- ( 
rayer. 

Ramalinga Pillai v, Satteasiva Pillai . 


V, Sudasiva Pillai 


Ramamani Ammal v, Kulanthai Naucbear 
Raman v, Hassan 


’ V. Karunatba Tbarakan 
- V, Pakrichi . 

• V, Vairavan 


Ramanada Butt v, Bitbee 
Ramanadamisaraiyar v, Ramabhattar • 

Ramanadan v, Srinivasa Murtbi 
Ramanadan (Jhetti v, Kunnappu Chetti 
Ramanadan Cbetty v, Vijiasami 
Ramanada Sastri v, Minatchi Ammal 
Ramanagra Singh v, Ramyad Singh . 

Raman Aminal v. Subban Annavi alias Subramaniyan I 
Annavi. j 

Ramanand v. Bank of Bengal ..... 


I 

V 

I 

I 

I 



Column 

Volume and Page. 

of 

Digest. 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 417 : 2 C. > 
L. 11., 93. j 

6012 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 939 . 

I. L. R., 7 Mad.. 429 . 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 18 : 11 W. ■) 

1780 

3595 

63 

R., 674. j 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 376 • . 

4441, 6966 

I. L. R., 8 .Mad., 662 . 

2198 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 116 • 

6244 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 676 . 

3588 

I. L. R, 5 Mad., 171 . 

3216 

9 Bora., 283 . . ^ 

2422, 5684 
5927 

12 Bom., 13 . . . 

321, 2797 

3 Bom., 6 . . * 

2684 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 677 

2499 

l. L. R., 9 Mad., 496 . 

4840 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 434 . 

3668 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 677 . 

48654 

3 Mad., 27 . . . . 

6227 

3 Mad., 207 

6007 

I. L. R., 8 AIL, 636 . 

792 

2N.W.,434 

4545 

I. L. R., 2 All., 471 

172 

I. L. R., 4 All., 238 

26rf 

1 Mad.,' 896 

5607 

2 Agra, 8 . . . . 

3281, 3433 

3 Mad., 209 

1062 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 406 . 

4052 

22 W. R., 224 . 

4904 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 295 . 

5248 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 262 . 

8866 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 611 . 

488 

1 Mad.. 320 ... 

3191 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 482 . 

3422 

12 B. L. R., 396 : 17 W. R„ i 

2223. 2318 

663 : 14 Moora’s I. A., 670 § 

2323 

7 Mad.. 97 . 

3828 

1 W. R., P.C.,26: 9Moore’8) 
I. A., 506. j 

1723, 2117 

17 W. R., 1: 14 Moore’s I.l 

66, 1723 

A., 346. i 

2442 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 247 . 

3584 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 10 . 

5123 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 385 . 

3584 

I. L. B., 7 Mad., 392 . • 

3203/1598 

4 Mad., 263 

3265 

2 Mad., 412 

1811 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 80 . 

3593, 6282 

6 Mad., 301 

819 

4 Mad., 426 . 

4801 

1. L. R., 3 Mad., 236 . 

3453 

6C.L.R., 176 . 

1901 

2 Mad., 399 ... 

1568, 2486 

I. L. R., 1 AIL, 377 . 

167 




6670 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Bamanandan Chetti v. Periatambi Shervai • 

Kamanaiid Kuar v, Raghunatb Euar • • ^ 

Ramanand Sin^b v, Gobind Singh . • • . 

Bamanatha Mudali v. Yaithalinga Mudali . • 

Bamanath Daas v, Boloram Phookun • • ^ 

Bamanath Dutt v, Joykiahen Mookerjee 
- — ■ - V, Alatuiigiiiee Dossee • • • . 

Bamanath Bakhit v, Chand Hari Bhuja • 

■■ V, Muchirara Paramanik • 

Bamanihi Nayar. In the matter of . . , 

Bamanjem Naidoo v. Rungiah Naidoo 
Bamanoogra Chobey v. Futinoorta Chobayan •, 
Bamanoogra Narain. In the matter of the petition of 

Bamanoogra Saboy v. Byjnath Lai . . • ^ 

* Bamanoogro Singh v. Kishen Eishore Narain Singh 
Bamanooj Doss v. Government . . • . 

Bamansar Pandey v. Raghubar Jati . • , 

Bamanugra Narain v. Mahasundur Eunwar • 
Bamannja v, Devanyaka 
Bamanuja Aiyangar v, Venkata Charry 
Bamannja Ayyangar v, Virappa Tevan 
Bamannja Chariyar v. Venkata Varadh Aiyangar , 
Bamannj Sewak Singh v, Hingu Lai*. 

Bamanund Eoondoo v, Chowdhry Soonder Narain 
Sarungy. ) 

Bamanund Mahton v, Eoylash Mahton • • • 

Bamapa v. Umanna 

Bamappa Naicken o. Sithammal • • • • 

Bamaput Singh v, Furlong ..... 
Bama Bai v, Sridhur Pershad Narain Sahai 
Bamaraja v. Arunachala . . • . . 

Bama I^ju o. Subbarayudu . . . • . 

Bama Rao v, Suriya Rao 

V. ..... 

Bamasami v. Bhaskarasami ..... 

■ ■ — ■ V. Collector of Madui<^ .... 

■ ' — V. Eadar Bibi ...... 

" V. Kandasami • . » . • • 

V, Lokanada ...... 

■■ ' — V. Narassaraa . . • . • • 

V. Queen-Empress . » . . • 

— ; V. Ramasami ...... 

V. ■ ' #.%... 

Bamasami Aien v. Manjeya Pillai • . • . 

Bamasami Aiyan v, Venkataramiyan . • . ^ 

Bamasami Ayjan v, Ramu Mupan .... 

- V, Seshayyangar . • • • 

Bamasami Ayyangar v. Bagirathi Ammal . 

V, Marimuttu Bhattan 

Bamasami Chetti v, Angappa Chetti . . • • 



Column 

Volume and Page. 

of 

.Digest. 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 250 . 

3499 

I.L.R.,8Calc. 769: IIC.L.-) 

1418, 4224 

R., 149 : L. R., 9 I. A., 41.) 

6052 

I. L. R., 6 All., 384 . 

2392 

2 Mad., 238 • • • 

3114 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 677 : 9 C. ) 
L. R., 233. ) 

3925 

11 W. R., 3 . . . 

1630. 6221 

J2 B. L. R., 110 . 

1194 

6 B. L. R., 356 . • ^ 

330, 1180 
2927 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 63 

3810 

T L. R., 1 Mad., 266 . . j 

•1271,4368 

8 Mad., 192 ... 

2955 

7W. R.. 205 

172 

13 W. R., P. C., 17 . 

275 

10 B. L. R., 291, note: 16) 
W. R., 164. j 

498 

23 W. R., 265 .. . 

807, 1922 

2 W. R., Mis., 36 

223 

I. L. R., 6 All., 490 . 

3406 

12 B. L. R., 433 . 

2022 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 361 . 

1441, 3872 

4 Mad., 260 ... 

3490 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 90 . 

4303 

4 Mad , 54 . 

• 3157 

I. L. R., 3 All., 157 . 

3540 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 331 . 

1909 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 236 . 

3614, 6912 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 123 . 

4784 

I. L. R , 2 Mad., 182 . 

2297 

3W.R., 38 

3334 

4C. L. R., 397 . 

1637 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 248 . 

4836 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 387 . 

3951 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 84 . ^ 

4980, 4985 
5052 

3C. L. R.,265 . 

5062 

1. L. R., 2 Mad., 67 . 

3588 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 67 . 

35H8 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 492 . 

4332 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 379 . 

100 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 387 . 

1511 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 133 . 

2312 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 292 . 

1960 

I. L. R., 6 Mad. 116 . 

4794 

r. L. R., 6 Mad., 220 . 

305 

6 Mad., 61 .... 

3589 

1. L. R., 2 Mad., 91 : L. B., ) 

6 I. A., 196. i 

2137 

3 Mad., 372 . . | 

3769, 4410 
6230 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 181 . 

3500 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 180 . 

4290 

I. L. B., 6 Mad., 404 . 

6143 

I. L. K., 7 Mad., 220 . 

4052 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6671 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


KamaBami Chetti v. Saluckai Tevar alias Oyya Tevar 
Bamasami Mudaliar v. Sellattammal . . • 

Bamasaini Padeiyatchi v, Virasami Padeiyatchi . 
Bamasami Sastrigal v, Sazniyappanayakun . 

Bamasamy Aiyan v, Minakshi Ammal 
Bamasamy Chetty v. Venkatachettapaty Chetty • 
Bamasamy Kon v, Bhavanni Ayyar . . . ^ 

— V, Sinthiwaiyan alias Chiuna Bhavani'^ 

Ayyar. ) 

Bamasawmy Aiyan v, Venkata Achari 
Bamasekara Pillai v, Dharmaraya Goundan 
Bamasbesharaya Panday v. Bhagavat Pauday 

Bamasvami Chetti v, Pappa Beddi . • 

Ramaswaiui Ayyan v, Appavaiyan . . . . 

Bainaswamy Mudali v, Valayuda Mudali Aiyatho- ^ 

my Mudali. ) 

Bam Autar t\ Ajudbia Singh . . • • . 

- 0 , Dhanauri ...••• 

- V. Dhuneeram 
• v. Sheo Dutt 

Barn Autar Bai v. Talimundi Kuar 

Bam Awtar Singh v, Tulsi Bam 

Bauia Varma Tainbarain v. Raman Nayar . • 

Bama Varar v, Krinhnen Nambudri . 

Bainaya Klapa v.*Muhamadbbai . . ' . 

Bamayya v, Chandra Sekara ' . 

Bam Bakhsh v, Panna Lai .... 

Ram Baksb Chatlangi v, Hridoy Muni Debi 

Bambaksb Cbetlangi v. Banwari Gobind Bahadur 
Bam Baksb Singh v, Madat Ali ... 

- - V. Bam Lall Doss . . • 


8 Mad., 186 . 2618 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 375 2164. 2204 

3 Mad., 272 . 2213, 6020 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 179 8897 

2 Mad., 409 . 2214 

2 Mad , 468 . 3146 

3 Mad., 247 . 1072 

3 Mad., 247 ... 1072 


2 W. R., P. C., 21 : 9 Moore’s 
T A 344 

I. L.* B.’! 5 Mad., 113 . 

4 Mad., 6 • • • 

1 Mad., 190 
1 Mad., 211 


5263 


3451 

2370.2418 

2455 

5820 

2707 


4 Mad., 266 


3327 


I. L. R., 1 AIL, 231 
1. L. R., 8 All., 540 
1 N. W., Ed. 1873, 122 . 
6N.W.,243 

7 N. W., 49 

6C. L. R.,227 . 

L L. R., 5 Mad., 89 
I. L. R., 3 Mad., 270 • 

10 Bom., 495 . . 

1. L. R., 5 Mad., 256 . 

I. L. R., 7 AIL, 457 . 

8 B. L. R., 10, note : 10 W. ) 
R., 446. 

2B. L.R., A.C., 65; 10 W 
R., 357. 

7 N. W., 95 

21 W. R., 428 . 


3637 

4843 

3160 

4539, 4544 
329, 2916 
6174 
3754 
4250 

3141, 6015 
1133 
798 

5326 

1892 

1926, 3516 
3963, 3980 
4258 


Bam Baks Lai v. Kisbori Mohan Shaba 

Bam Bandbu v. Kusu Bbattu . 

Bam Baran Rai v. Murli Pandey 
Bam Baran Bam v. Salig Ram Singh 
Ram Bebaree Singh v, Sitara Kbatoon 

Bambhanjan Bhakat v, Srikrishna Bbakat • 

Rambbarose Lai v, Gopi Bibi . . • 

Rambhat t>. Lakshman Chintaman 
Rambhat Agnihotri v. Collector of Puna 
Bambhau Bapushet v. Bhai Bapusbet . . • 

Bam Bbisto Acbarjee v. Cbeyt Lall Tewary 
Ram Bbujuii Bbukut v. Ketaye Ram Cbowdbry 
Ram Bburosee Cbowdbry v. Hunooinan Sinjrb 
Ram Bhurosee Singh v. Bissessur Narain Mabata 

— 1 V. Mahomed Asguree Khan 

Ram Bburose Singh «>. Jewa Mahatoon 
Rambhuros Lall v. Gopee Beebee . 

Rambrem Lall v, Abluckh Singh 
Rambromo Chuckerbutty v, Bnnsi Kurmokar 




6 C. L. R., 481 . 

6001,6187 

I. L. R., 3 All., 505 

4830 

I. L. R., 2 All., 896 

3021 

low. R., 315 . 

3691 

2B.L. R., A.C.,260: llW.l 
B., 140. 1 

171 

7 N. W., 300 .. . 

1405 

I, L. R., 5 Bom., 630 . 

2274 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 592 . . . 

4462 

2 Bom., 352 : 2nd Ed., 333 . 

4561 

15 W. R., 451 .. . 

544 

6 W. R., ActX,21 

538 

21 W. R., 240 . 

557 

18 W. R., 454 

4481 

19W. R.,205 . 

1612, 1632 

11 W. R., 319 . 

U162 

6 N. W., 66 . . . 

6229 

MarKb., 267 ; 2 Hay, 148 • 

328 

11 C. L. E.,.122 . 

5055 



6672 


TABLE OV CASKS IN THE DICEST. 


Niune of Case. 


Volumo and Pai^e. 


Column 

of 


Ram Brorao Panda h v. Kami nee Soonduree Dossee 
Rambuddun Singh v. Sree Koonwar . 

Ram Buksh v. Ram Sookh 

— ^ V. Sookh Deo 

Ram Bukah Singh v, Purdumun Kishore 
Ram Buksh Thakoor v. Ajoodhya Lai 
Rambundhoo Chatterjee v. Modhoo Soodun Patra 
Ram Bunsee Koomaree v. Soubh Kooniaree 
Ram Bunsee Koonwar v. Molieshur Koonwar 
Ram Bunsee Koonwaree v. Soobh Koonwaree 
Ramburuu Singh Jankee Salioo 
Ram Bushan Mahto v. Jebli Mahto . 

Ram Butty Kooer v, Kainessur Pershad 
Ram Bux v. Girdharee Lall . . • 


Rambux Ohittangoo v. Modoosoodhun Paul Chowdliry 

Ram Chand v. Collector of Mirzapore 
». ■ V, Fateh Singh • 

— — f;. Punna Lai . . • 

Ram Chandar Bahadur v. Kamta Prasad 
Ram Chand Bera v. Government 
Ram Chand Chuckerbutty Madhub Narain Roy 

V, Nuddiar Cliand Ghose 

Ram Chand Dutt ih Mosai Santal 
Ram Chand Koomar v, Modhoosoodun Mozoomdar 

Ram Chand Mookerjee v. Kamenee Debea . 

Ram Chandra v. Bhikibai . . 

■ — V. Soma . . . ’ . 

Ram Chandra Apaji v, Palaji Bhaurav 
Ram Chandra Bnbaji v. Sitaram Vinayak • 

Ram Chandra Ballal v. Baba Esgonda 
Ram Chandra Bapuji GoKhle v. Vasude.v Morbhat Kale 
Ram Chandra Bhikaji v. Collector of Ratuagiri 
Ram Chandra bin Madhaviav v. Abaji 
Rum Chandra Bose v. Snead 
Ranichandra Chintaman v. Kalu Raju 
Ram Chandra Chowdhry v. Brajanath Surma 

■ V. Subal Patro 

Ramchandra Dabhalkar v. Anant Sat Shenvi 
Ram Chandra Dada Naik v, Dada IViahadev Naik 

V, Lakshman Dada Naik 
Ram Chandra Das. In the goods of . • 

Ramchandra Dikshit v. Savi tribal 

Ramchandra Ganesh v. Devba 
Ramchandra Goswami v. Matilal Bagchi • 

Ram Chandra Jana v. Jiban Chandra Jana • 

Ram Chandra Jivaji Tilve v. Khatal Mahomed Gori 
Ramchandra Kolatkar v, Mahadaji Kolatkar » 
Ramchandra Kulkarni v. Vithoji valad Malbarji Fatil 
Ramchandra Lakshmanji. In re will of 
Ramchandra Mantri v, Yenkatrao Mantri . 
Ramchandra Narsinha v. Collector of Ratnagiri • 


6 W. R., 296 . . 2284 

W. K., 1864, Act X, 22 1390. 1813 

3 Agra. 253 . . 2853 

IN. W., Ill; Ed. 1873, 169 3891 

2 Agra, Part II, 202 . 3029, 6284 

2 W. R., Mis.. 46 . 6088 

21 W. R., 134 . . 1433 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 193 . 2276, 3861 

1 W. R., 338 . . 2486 

7 W. R., 321 . . 2276, 3851 

22 W. R., 473 . . 1393 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 853 . 4466, 6004, 

22 W. R., 36 . 896, 3242 

1 Agra, 178 . . 6016 

B. L. R.., Sup. Vol., 676 : 2 
Ind. .lur., N. S., 155: 7 6674 

W. R., 377. 


3 Agra, 7 


2063 

1. L. R., 6 All, 112 


6362 

3N.W., 323 


31 

I. L. R., 4 All , 300 


6466 

6 C. L. R., 365 


2883, 5630 

1 C. L. R.. 359 . 


800 

23 VV. R., 230 . 


1359, 6287 

I. L. R.. 11 Calc., 738 


6697 

7 W. R., 119 


4823 

10 W. R., 236 . 

i 

910. 912 
4903 

I. L. R., 0 Bom., 477 


4975 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 305, 
I. L. R:, 9 Bom., 137 

note . 

3133 


4186 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 68 


5117 

12 Bom., 163 


807 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 451 


6113 

10 Bom., 305 


5687 

1 Bom., 64 . 


4563 

7 B. L. R., Ap., 58 


6587 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 362 


1106 

3 B. L. R., Ap.. 109 


4461 

3B. L.K., Ap„74:llW.R., 1 
539. J 

1 543 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 26 

, 

2851 

1 Bom., Ap., 76 . 

, 

2460, 5972 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 661 

. 

1752, 2471 
2534 

9 B. L. R., 30 : 18 W. R., 153 

1237 

4 Bom., A. C., 73 


2428, 6684 
6742 

I. L. B., 6 Bom., 626 


3221 

2 B. L. R., A. C,, 169 


1198 

1 B. L. B., A. C., 203 


1360 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 28 


757 

1. L. R., 9 Bom., 141 


3974 

4 Bom., A C., 178 


663 

1. L. R., 1 Bom., 118 


12.S8 

T. L. R., 6 Bom., 598 


2067 

7 Bom. A. C., 41 


2936 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Ram Chandra Pal v, BecharamDej . 

liamchandra Raf^lmnath v, Abaji bin Rastya 
Ramcbandra Sakharain v. Kesbav Dur^aji . 

— V. Sakharam Gopal 

Ram Chandra Tantra Das v. Dbarmo Narayan Cbuck- 
erbutty. 

Ramcbandra Vasudev v, Nanaji Timaji 
Ramcbandra Vishnu Bapat v. Sagunabai 

Ram Chand Seal. In the goods of • . . | 

Ram Chand Sen v. Audaito Sen ... 

Ram Chand Somardar v. Kalachand Cliuckerbutty 

Ram Charan v. Narbir M ah ton 

Ram Charan Buhardar v, Reazuddin . . . , 

Ram Charan Bysak v, Harvey .... 

— v» Lakhikant Bannik . . ' 

I 

Ram Charan Lai v, Jhatu Sahti • . . | 

Ramchhaibar Misr v. Bechu Bhagat ... 

Ram Cbund v . Zahoor Ali Khan ... 

■ ■ V. ■' ■ ■ . . . , 

Ram Chunder v, Chooiiee Lall 

V. Mohendronath Bose . . 

— V, Nimd Lall Bose . • 

Ramchunder Adhikaree v. Ramjeebnn Adhikaree . 
Ramchuiider Banerjee v, Muddun Mohun Tewareo 
Ram Chunder Biswas. In the matter of . 

Ram Chunder Bysack v, Dino Nath Surma Sirkar 
Ram Chunder Chatterjec v. Kanye Laha 
-- — ■ V. Ram Jeebun Dass 

Ram Chunder Chowdhry v, Hurish Chunder Chowdhry 
V. Kashee Mohun . 

— V. Mariott . 

Ram Chunder Chuckerbutty v, Brojo Nath Mozumdar 

■ " V, Gooroo Churn Chuck- 

erbutty. 

"" ' ■ — — — ■ V. Kashi nath Moetro 

Ram Chunder Dey v. Kissen Mohun Shaba 
Ram Chunder Dutt v. Chunder Coomar Mundul . 

— “■■■' V. Din Doyal Poramanick 

— v. Jogesh Chunder Dutt 

Ram Chunder Geer Gossain. In re • . • 

Ram Chunder Ghosaul v, J oggutmonmohiney Dabee 

Ram Chunder Ghuttuck. In re 

Ram Chunder Goopta v. Bhagessur Surma . * • 

Ram Chunder Gossain v, Mutty Lall Bagchee 
Ram Chunder Haidar v. Govind Chunder Sen 

■' ' ' V. Jonah Ali Khan 

Ram Chunder Lalla. In re . 


Ram Chunder 
Ram Chunder 

Ram Chunder 
Ram Chunder 
Ram Chunder 
Ram Chunder 

Ram Chunder 


8 B. L. R., Ap.,28, note; 10 
W. R., 329. 

6 Bonr., A. C., 12 

1. L. R., 6 Bom., 100 . 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 346 . 

7 B.L. R., 341: 15 W. R., 
F. B., 17. 

7 Bom., A. C., 26 
1. L. R., 4 Bom., 261 . 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 2 : 4 C. L. 
R. 29d. 

I. L. R., lb Calc., 1054 

1 W. R, 287 

4 B. L. IL, A. C., 216: 13 
W. R., 259. 

r. L. R., 10 Calc., 856 . 

2 B. L. R., S. N., 11 : 10 W. 
R., 373. 

7 B. L. R., 704 : 16 W. R., F. 
B., 1. 

12 B. L. R., 413, note : 14 
W. K., 25. 

I. L. R., 7 All., 641 . 

1 Agra, 134 ^ • • 

1 Agra, 135 • • 

12 B. L. R., 35 . 

21 W. R., 141 
19 W. R , 132 . 

12 W. R., 427 . 

W. R., 1864, 355 . 

16 W. R., 180 . 

5 C. L. K., 470 . 

25 W. R., Cr., 19 

14 W. R., 141 . 

19 W. R., 196 . 

21 W. R., 57 

15 W. R., 465 . 

1. L. R., 4 Calc., 929 : 4 C. 
L. R., 247. 

6 W. R., 305 

W. R.. 1864, 66 . 

6 W. R., 68 

13 Moore’s I. A., 181 . 

2 W. R., Act X, 16 

12 B. L. R., 229 : 19 W. R., 
353. 

6 W. R., Cr., 40 . 

I. L. R., 4 Calc.. 283 : 3 C. L. 
R., 336. 

18 W. R., Cr., 18 
W. R., 1864, 367 
11 W. R., 19 
1 C. L. R., 542 . 

17 W. R., 230 

1 C. L. R., 134 . 


5746 

5584 

2419, 4388 


1101, 2847 
5064 


816, 6458 
1344, 3277 
4969 

1344, 4969 
120, 4408 
1882, 5622 
417 
992 

6007, 6282 
4799, 4846 
470 
5910 
6776 

1586, 1687 
891, 6016 
1^10, 1379 


1695, l!e37 
4102 

3234, 3235 
3439 
971 
4905 
1198 
4816 
4008 
I 4739 


6674 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volame and Pago. 


Cotnnm 

of 

Digest. 


Ram Ch under Misser v, Kally Prosonno Singh 
Ram Cbunder Mitter v, Kiatoo Kaininee Dossee 

V, Ramzanee Bebee 

Ram Cbunder Mundle. In the matter of • 

Ram Cbunder Paul v. Omora Churn Deb • 

Ram Cbunder Poddar v, Haridas Sen 
Ram Cbunder Roy v. Ram Churn Bukshee . 

. t;. XJmbica Dossea 

Ram Cbunder Roy Chowdhry v. Bholanath Lusbkur 
Ram Cbunder Sao v, Buntieedbur Naik • • 

^ Ram Cbunder Sen v, Doorga Natb Roy 
Ram Cbunder Sbaba v. Collector of Mymensingb . 

* V. Manick Cbunder Banikya 

■ V, Manick Cbunder Manik^^a 

Ram Cbunder Sbaw v. Empress 
Ram Cbunder Singb v. Jober Jumma Khan 
V, Madho Kumari 

Ram Cbunder Sircar v, Prangobind Boisbnub 
Ram Cbunder Surmab v. Ram Cbunder Pal 
Ram Cbunder Surmab Chowdhry v. Dagoo Kban 
Ram Cbunder Surmab Cbuckerbutty v, Kalee Cbunder 
Singh. 

Ram Chung v. Gora Chand Chung . , 

Ram Churn Baiierjee v. Kisto Doogar . 

V, Muddun Mobun Tewaree 

V. Torita Churn Paul , 

Ram Churn Bundopadbya v, Dropo Moyee Dossee 

Ram Churn Bysack v. Lucas . • . . 

Ram Churn Dey v. Ina Sheik .... 

* * ■ — V. Janiju , . . , 

Ram Churn Lall v. Hatee Mabtoon 

* V. Koondun Koomaree 

■ ■ ■ — "■ V, Rughoobeer Singb 

Ram Churn Mabtoon v, Siirubjit Mahtooo • 

Ram Churn Pattuck v. Khoor Pandey 
Ram Churn Pooree v. Nunhoo iMunduI 
Ram Churn Raba Bukshee v, Mungul Sircar 
Ram Churn Singh Khettree v. Meadbun Durjee , 

Ram Churn Tewaree v, Jussoda Koonwer • 

Ram Churun v. Gunga Pershad 

Ram Comul Cbuckerbutty v. Niind Ram Koolal . 

Ram Comul Mistry v. Gopeel^isto Gossamee • 
Ramcomye Mitter. In re 

Ram Connoy Audicarry v. Johur Lall Dutt 

Ram Coomar Bhuttacharjee v. Ram Coomar Sein 
Ram Coomar Chowdhry v. Brojessuree Chowdhrain 

— " V, Nobin Cbunder Chowdhry 

Ram Coomar Cbunder Roy v, Faqueeroonissa Begum 


2 Hay. G25 


3918 

10 W. R., 194 . 


4216 

2 W. R., Act X, 4 


5206 

9 W. K., Cr., 19 . 


4633 

16W. R., 166 


4034 

18W. R., .26 


879 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 463 


2197, 5047 

9 \V. R., 372 


1896 

7 W. R., 161 


3167,3334 

22 VV. R., 200 . 


5194 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 741 


1844 

2 C. L. R., 152 . 


1197, 1476 
1869 

22 W. R., 48 


6106, 5107 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 428 

: 9 C. 

1132, 1205 

L. R., 157. 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 428 : 

9C. L. 

4332 

4400 

R.. 157. 

1. L. R., 6 Calc., 575 

: 8 C. 

600 

L. R., -^60. 


14 RL.U., Ap.,?:23W. R,, 
370. 

2038 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 484; 
12 I. A., 188. 

L. R., 

3423, 5040 

25 W. R., 71 


2090 

28 W. R., 226 . 


3819 

10 W. R., 339 . 

. 

4912 

7 W. R., 307 

. 

5339 

24 W. R., 344 . 

, 

3035 

3 W. K., Act X, 132 

, , 

164:{ 

Marsh., 269 : 2 Huy, 198 

• 6257 

18 W. R., 813 . 


4928 

17 W. R., 122 . 


3011,4868 
5327, 5335 

16 W. R., 279 . 


2 

24 W. R., 463 . 


3174 

17 \V. R., Cr.. 6 . 


960 

13 W. K., 247 . 


•4210 

14 B. L. R.. 423, note 


84:1 

11 W. R., 481 . 


843 

9 W. R., 494 


157 

10 W. R., 176 . 


4476 

14 W. R., 147 . 


2254 

16W. R.,232 *. 


1452 

8 W. R., 90 


4926 

2 Agia, 134 


2428 

2 N. W., 228 


2917 

10 W. R., 262 • 


6105 

1 Hay, 563 • • 


6311 

Bourke. 0. C., 119 


2626 

I. L.B., scale., J67:7C. L.) 
R., 201. 5 

2498 

7 W. R., 132 

, , 

1075 

6 W. R., MU., 14 


3512 

W. B., 1864, Mis., 33 

, , 

180 

1 lud. Jiir., 0. S., 119 

. 

3733 



TAHLE OF CASES IN THE HIOEST. 


66?6 


Name of Caae. 


Volume and Page. 


Kam Coomar Coondoo w. Chunderkanto Mookerjeo 

Bam Coomar Dey. In the matter of the petition of 

■■ V. yhushee Bhooshun Ghose . 

Bam Coomar Dhara v. I.ihoyrub Cliunder Mookerjeo 
Bam Coomar Doss v. Bidlioo Mookee Dossee 
Bam Coomar Dutt. In ro 

Bam Coon\ar Ghosal v. Debee Pershad Chatterjee 
Bam Coomar Ghose v. Gobind Kalb Sandj’al 

V. — ^ — 

V. Kali Krishna Tagore 
V. Prosunno Coomar Sannyal 

Bam Coomar Kooudoo v. McQueen 

Bam Coomar Kur v. Jakur Ali 

Bign Coomar Mittor v. Ichamoyi Dasi 

Bam Coomar Mookerjee v- Baghub Mundnl 
• V. Bugoonath M undid 

Bam Coomar Paul v, Jogender Nath Paul • 

Bam Coomar Roy v, Bejoy Gobind Rural . 

Collector ot Beerbhoom 

Bam Coomar Sein v. Prosonno Coomar Sein 
Jlam Coomar 8en v. Khoda Neway 

IK Bam Cmnul 8en « . 

Bjiin Coomar Shaba v. Dwarkanatli Hazra . 

Kala Chand Shalia 

Bam Coomar Sheme v. Gunga Persliad Sein 
Bam Coomar Singh v. Bamsoondur Singh . 

Bam Ccoinav Sircar v. Kalee Coomar Dutt . 
Bamdan v. Beharee Lall . . ... • 

Bamdas v: Birjnnndun Das alias Laloo Baboo 

Bam Das Brij Govandas. In re the petition of . 
Bam Das Maghi. In the matter of . 

Bamdas Saha v. Man Mahini Dasi . . .• 

Bamdas Sakbarlal v, Gangadhar Baghunath Dongre 
Bamdass Baboo v. Watson .... 
Bamdas Sen v. Collector of Moorshedabad . 

Bam Dass Gossamee v, Prosunnomoye Dossee 
Bamdass Sadhoo v. Anund Chnnder Boy 
Bam Dass Singh Ram Narain • . 

Bamdass Surmah v. Sonatun Goohoo . • 

Bam Dayal v. Mahtab Singh .... 

' Megu Lall .... 

Bam Dayal Singh v, Latchmi Narayan 

Bamdehul Lall v. Mitterjeet Singh 

Bam Deehul v. Chukhoo ..... 

Bamdee Koonwareo v. Shib Dyal Singh 

Bam Dehul Pandey v, Kashee Rawnt 

Bam Deye Kower v, Bishen Dyal Singh 


I. L. R., 2 Calc., 233 : L.R.,^ 
4 I. A., 23. ^ 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 626 . 

6 W. R., Act X, 33 

16 W. R., 31 . . . 

2 Lid. Jur., K. S., 340 . 

6 W. R., Act X, 87 

7 W. B., 480 

12 W. R., 391 .. . 

L. B., 13 I. A., 116: I. L. R.,^ 
14 Calc.. 99. 3 

I. L. B., 10 Calc., 1*06 . 

11 B. L. R., 46: IS W. R., ) 
166 : L. E., I. A., Sup. Vol., [ 
40. * 

1. L. R., 8 Calc., 716: lOC.-i 

L. R., 613. i 

I. L. R., 6 Calc.. 36 : 6 C. L. ) 
R., 429. 3 

2 W. B., Act X, 2 
1 W. B., 356 .. . 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 56 : 2 0. L. > 

B., 310. 3 

7 W. R., 535 
6W.B., 80 
W. R., 1864, 376 . 

7 C. L. R., 223 . 

1. L. R., 10 Calc., 388 . 

5 W. R., 207 
21W. R., 395 . 

14 W. B., 109, note . 

17 W. R., 362 .. . 

low. R., 279 . 

1 N. W., 114 : Ed. 1873, 200 . 
1. L. R., 9 Calc., 616 : 12 C. ) 

L. R.. 284. 3 

I. L. H., 10 Bora., 107 . 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., no . 

7 B. L. R., Ap., 4 

2 Bom., 1S6 : 2nd Ed., 178 . 

W. K., 1864,371 . 

2 B. L. R., S. N., 6 

16 W. R., 297 

19 W. R., Cr., 27 
2 Agra, Rev., 9 . 

W. B., l«t>4, 275 . 

I. L. B., 7 All., 506 . 

I. L. R., 6 All., 452 
6B. L. B.,Ap, 25: 14 W. R., '( 
388. • 1 

17 W. R, 420 . 

1 N. W., 208 : Ed. 1873, 291 • 

7 W. R.. 334 • 

14 W. R., 232 . 

8 W. R., 339 • 


Colamn 

of 

Digest. 


704, 1214 

6442 

1645 

498 

6182 

4151 

5618 

416,5620 
1661, 3807 
1207 

6134 


3217 

2199 

1608 

1689,1618 

2239 

4164 

4439 

3388 

4845 

3875. 6700 
3143 
364 
4477 
6688 

1464,5778 

2291 

3216 

670 

2779 

5756 

4904 

3191 

4403 

2701,2712 

396 

2974 

1993 

6185 

1905 

1615 

1171 

5265 

1816 

540 

1816 


10 B 



607G 


TABLE OF CASES IN TUE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Colutnn 

of 


Ram Dhan Biawas tJ. Kefal Biswas 

Ramdban Chuckerbutty 17. Jainarayan Panja . 

17 . Koinaltara 

Ramdhani Sabai v. Raj rani Kooer . . . ^ 

Kamdban Kban v. Ilaradlian Puramanick . 

Ramdban Mandal v. Kajballab Pararaanik . 

■ " ■ - 17. liameswar Bliattacharjee 

Ramdban Mitter v. Kailas Nath Dutt 

Ramdban Rakbit v. Pancbanan Cbuckerbutty . 

Ramdbone Acharjee. In the matter of the ptjtition of , 
Ramdbone Bhuttaebarjee i7. Ishanee Dabee . 

Ram Dbone Shaw v, Nobumoiiy Dossee 

Ramdhul Singh v, Purmessurec Persbad Narain Singh . 

Ramdbun v, Bbowanee Singh ..... 

Ramdhim Bancrjee v. Ram Narain Mookerjee 

Ram Dhun Bhuggut v, Guneshee Mahtoon 

Ram Dbun Dey v. Ram Monee Dey .... 

Ramdbun Dbur v, Mohesb Cbunder Cbowdhry 

Ram Dbun Doss i7. Ram Rutton Dutt • . 

Ramdbun Gbose v. Anund Cbunder Gliose . 

17. Esban Cbunder Gbose . 

Ramdbun Goor v, Goovoodossee Dossee 
Ramdbun Muudle. In the matter of 
Ramdbun Roy v. Abdool G uneo 
Ramdbun Satra i7. Nobin Cbunder Cbowdry 


1 B. L. R., S. N., 10: low.) 

R., 141. { 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 36, note : 12 > 

W. R., 636. ) 

3 B.L.R., A.C., 99, note : 11^ 
W. R., 301. ) 

1. L. R., 7Calc., 337: 9 C.L.> 
R., 23. > 

9 B. L. R., 107, note : 12 W. > 

R., 404. > 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 10 

2B. L.R., A.O.,235:ll W. ] 
R., 117. > 

4B. L. R., A. C., 20:12W. ( 
R., 457. > 

IB.L. R., S.N.,9:10W.R.,> 
144. > 

25 W. R., Cr., 17 

2 W. R., 123 .. . 

Boiirke, O. C., 218 

7 W. R., 78 , . . 

3 Agra, 139 

11 W, R., 311 .. . 

16 W. R., 96 . . . 

21W. R.,280 . 

1. L. R., 9 Calc., 406 : 11 C. ) 
L. R., 565. ) 

10 W. R., 425 .. . 

2 Hyde, 93 ... 

17W.R., 34 

13 W. R., 40 
18 W. R., Cr., 39 . 

9 VV. R., 390 .. . 

12 W. R., 250 .. . 


Ramdbyan Koouwar v, Pboolbas Kooer 


14 W. R., 340 


5663 


5130 

4477 

6408 

1591, 5176 
5199 
6231 

3456 

440 

827 

715 

4154 

282S 

3S33 

3128 

5766 

3386 

157 

3952, 5408 

80, 3114 
2473 
1847 
3496 
4750 
3498 
4174 

902, 2346 
2445, 251 5 
3160, 4254 
4261 


Ram Din v. Kalka Prasad 

Ram Dial v. Gulab Singh . • « 

— V. Mabtab Singh 

— '■■■■ "" ■■ V. Ram Das .... 
17. Shah Baz Khan • 

Ram Doolal Sen v, Radba Nath Sen , 
Ramdoolal Singh v, Gopal Kristo Singh 

Ramdoolary Kooer v. Tbacoor Roy . • 

Ram Doollub Sandyal v. Ram Naran Moitro 
Ram Doss v, Lallalx Nundocoomar • 

" '■■■ 17. Mohesur Deb Misrec 

Ram Doss Bbuttacharjee v. Ramjeebun Poddar 
Ramdoss Byragee v, Gunga Doss . • 

Uaindoss Koondoo v, Nilkanto Dbur . 

Ram Doss Lushkur i7. Hiireebur Mookerjee 
Ramdoss Nushkur v. Hash Monee Dossee . 
Ram Doss Sen i7, Stephenson • . . 


I. L. R., 7 All., 502: L. R., 1 
12 1. A., 12. > 

3381 

I. L. R., 1 All., 26 

2870 

I. L. R., 3 All., 701 . 

5274 

I. L. R., 1 All., 181 

220, 3099 

1 Agra, 15 . 

4471 

23W. R.,167 . 

1822 

16 W. R., 156 .. . 

1247 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 61 : 2 C. L. ■> 
R., 647. ] 

4795 

7W. R.,455 

8396 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 189 . 

1881 

7 W. R., 446 .. . 

2255 

6 W. R., Act X, 103 . 

2927 

3 Agra, 295 

2332 

8W. R., 6 . 

3566, 6777 

23 W. R., 86 . . . 

6172 

25W. R ,189 . 

6075 

low. R., 366 

4403 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6677 


Coin mu 

Naino ol Case. Voluuic and Page. of 

Digest. 


Ramdoyal Khan v, Ajoodhia Ram Khan 
Kamdular Misser v* Jhumack Lai Misser 

Ramdut Singh 10 , Mahender Prasad 

Ram Dutt Misr. In the matter of the petition of 

Ram Dntt Singh Horakh Narain Singh . • 

Ram Dyal v, Chinta Monee .... 
Dhoobey Jhaunnan Lai . 

■ ' ■ — V, Jaiikey Dobey • . . . • 

V, Muslitak Ahmad .... 

y. Ramdhiiu Daws .... 

Ram Dyal Hajpie «. Ileera Lull Paray 

Kaindyal Hanerjee Court of Wards . 

Ramdyal Deb v, Maguee ..... 

Ram Dyal Dutt v. Ram Doolal Deb . . . 

Ramdyal Gangooly Huro Soonduree Dossia « 
Ram Dyal Gooye v, Amrit Lall Khamarou . 

.Ram Dyal Gossaiii v. Kattyaiieo Debia 
lianidyal Koondoo v. Gooroo Dass Sen 
Ramdyal Singh. In the matter of . 

Ramendra Bhuttacharjee v. Collector of Rajshaliye 
Ramen Nayar v. Kandapuni Nayar 
Rameshar Chaubey v, Mata Bhikh 
Rameshar Pershad Narayaii Sing. In the matter of 
the petition of. 

Rameshar Singh v, Bisheshar Singh • 

■ V. Kaiihia Sahu • , 

Rameshur Kulwar v. Behareo Seth . . 


Ramcshur Panda v, Sonjharee Coomar 
Rameshur Rai v» Subhoo Rai .... 
Rarneshwar Mandal v. Ramchaiid Roy • 
Ramessur Audhikarce v. Watson Co. 

RamessUr Bhuttacharjee v. Blianoo 

* - — V, Sliib Narain Chuekerbutty 

Ramessur Dutt v. Lootfunnissa 
Ramessur Dyal Sing v, Rajkishore Singh . 
Ramessur Ghose v, Azeem Joardar 

Ramessuri Dassee. In the matter of the i)etition of 


«. Doorgadas Chatterjeo 

Ramessur Mahatah v. Knllyanessuree Debia 
Ramessur Misser v. Brojo Bhooknn Misser . 

Ramessur Mookerjee v, Ishan Cbundcr Mookerjee 
Ramessur Nath Singh Golamee Sahoo • • 

V, Huro Lai Singh . • 

Ramessur Persad Narain Sing Koonj Behari Pattuk 

Ramessur Pershad Narain Singh v. Doolee Chand 
Raraeswar Nath Sing v, Haralal Sing 
Rameswar Nath Singh v, Mewar Jugjeet Singh . 
Rameswar Sing v, Ramtanu Ghose 


I. L. E., 2 Calc.. 1 : 25 W. E.. I 

2739,3196 

425. 


4404 

8 B. L. E., 455 : 17 W. E., •) 
265. 1 

3710, 3724 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 462 
L. R., 47. 

:12 C.j 

2177 

1 Agra, Cr., 29 


4500 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 549 : 
R., 209. 

8 C. L. I 

S 

1161, 3383 

W. R., 1864, Cr., 28 

• • 

4504 

3 N. W., 14 


6830 

3 Agra, 274 


5:I3 

6 N. W., 320 

A 

666 

3 Agra, 43 . 

V 

5614 

3 C. L. R., 386 . 


1825 

12 W. R., 269 


4932 

1 W. R., 227 


2309 

11 W. R., 273 . 


333, 4033 
4046, 4399 

10 W. R., 272 . 

5748 

9 W. R., 655 

8 W. R., 256 

18 W. R., 450 . 

5 B. L. R., Ap.,89 

14 W. R., 113 . 

1 Mad., 445 

I. L. R., 6 AIL, 341 

9 B. L. R., Ap., 34: 

• • 

• 

» • 

• 

• • 

18 W.S 

84, 92 
3397 
3341 

3604, 4864 
2076 
3763 
3286 

389 

R., Cr., 1. 

] 

I. L. K., 7 AIL, 734 


14, 3455 

I. L. K., 3A1L, 653 


3987 

3 N. W., 208 : Agra, 

F. B.,> 

5266, 6680 

Kd. 1874, 254. 

i 

4 W. R., 32 


3929 

1 N. AV., 81 : Ed. 187.S, 134 . 

4318 

I. L. R.. 10 Calc., 1033 

3.343 

7W. E., 2 . 


2928 

12 W. E., 272 . 


2773 

14 W. K., 410 


397, 6239 

6 W. E., Mis., 130 


164 

13 W. E., 326 


307 

17W. R..-373 . 

I. L. E., 6 Calc., 103 : 

7 b. L.) 

5064, 5733 
1878, 5459 

E., 85. 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 103 

I 

1878, 5459 

L. R., 85. 


9 AV. R., 283 



25 AV. E., 271 . 


4577 

10 AV. E., 467 . 


1388 

24 AV. E., 309 . 


416 

6 AV. E., 87 

. 

559L 

I,L. R., 4 Calc., 633 


4575 

6 1. A., 33. 

> 

19 AV. E., 422 , 


3960 

1 B. L. E., A. C., 170 


5103 

I. L. R.. 11 Calc., 341 

4004 

4 B. L. R., A. C., 24 


440 


10 R 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of CaHe. 


Bamej v, Broughton ..... 
Eamfal Shaw v. Biswanatli Mandal 

Bamgati v. Imitari Banu • . • • 

Ram Gholam v. Sheo Tahal .... 

Ram Gholam Sahoo v. Jatikee Pershad Sahoo 
Ram Gholam Singh. In the matter of the petition of 
Ram Ghose v, Greedhur Ghoae .... 

V, Radha Churn Gangooly • 

Ram Ghulam v. Chotey Lai .... 

V. Dwarka Rai .... 

— ■ V. Hazaru Koer . . . ^ 

V. Janki liai .... 

Ramgobiiid Jha v. iflnngarram Chowdhry . 
Ramgobind .Jugodeb v, Deuobundhu Srichundun Moba- 
patter. 

Ram Gobind Koond 2 ) ITossein Ali 

Ram Gobind Roy v. Dushoobhoojah Debee . 

■ V. Kuslinffudoza 

■ - ' — • 

Ham Gobind Singh «. Gheenoo Singh 

V. Magistrate of Ghazeepore 

Ram Golam Dobey v. Ayma Begum . 

Ram Golam Singh Heet Nurain Sahoo . . 

V. Nursing Sahoy . 

Ram Gopal v. Khiali Ram .... 
Ramgopal Barick v. Sbibpershad Sircar 
Ramgopal Chuckerbutt}" v. (yhundernath Sein 

" — ■ V. Poorno Chunder Banerjee 

Ram Gopal Ghose v. Hullodeb Bose . . 

Ramgopal Law v. Blaquierc .... 

Ram Gopal Mookerjee v. Masseyk 

Ram Gopal Roy v. Chunder Coomar Mundul 

V. Gordon, Stuart, & Co. . 

V. Nun do Gopal Roy . 

V, (Jina Soondry Dassee 

Ram Gopal Sein v. Allum Mullick . . • 

Ramgopal Shah v, Ramgopal Shah 

Ramgopal Chatterjee v. Bhobunmohun Banerjee . 

Ram Gopaul Singh v, Teluckdharee Sahie . 
Ramgopaul Tewaree v, Gorachund Poryal . 

Ram Gunea Doss v, Gobind Chunder Doss . 

Ramgut Singh v. Ram Sarun Singh . 

Ram Guttee v. Ibrahim Ismailjee Seadat 
Ramgutlee Acharjee v. Kristo Soondiiree Debia . 
Ramguttee Dosa??. Gholam Ahmed Khondkar 
Ram Guttee Mundul v. Thakoor Doss Mundul 
Ram Gutty v. Goonomonee Dabee 
Ramgntty Doss v, Nundo Coomar Doss 
Ramgutty Gangooly v. Kuralee Pershad Gangooly 
Ramgutty Kurmokar v. Boistub Churn Mozoomdar 
Ramgutty Nag Chowdhry v. Buroda Churn Bose 
Ramgutty Surma v, Kasi Chunder Surma . • 

Ramhari Sarma Trihiram Sarma • • 


Volume and. Page. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., m . 

3i77 

5 H. L. R., A]>., 28 

6230 

1 B. L. R., S. N., 20 : 10 W. 

6241 

R., 280. ] 

I. L. R.. 1 All., 266 

186 

25 W. K., 31 . . . 

673 

6W. R.,Cr., 69 . 

3862 

14W. R.,429 

3158 

15W. R., 416 . 

3006 

I. L R., 2 All., 46 

4851 

LL. R., 7 All., 170 

3831 

I. L. R., 7 All., 547 

833 

I. L. U., 7 All., 124 . • . 

1037 

13 C. L. R., 83 . . . 

6068 

1 9 C L. R., 281 . 

242, 2031 

7 W. R., 90 . . . 

2355 

18W. R., 195 . 

2978 

14 W. R., 1 

6360 

15 W. R., 141 . 

6360, 5367 

20 W. R., 406 .. . 

3878 

4 N. W., 146 . . 1 

1388, 1985 
2842 

12 W. R., 177 .. . 

4947 

2 0. Ti R., 392 . 

61(13 

25 \V. R., 43 . . . 

3705 

I. L. R.. 6 All.. 448 

828 

12 W. 483 .. . 

6102 

10 W. R., 289 

6596 

12 W. R.. 475 .. . 

4953 

W. R., 1864, 385 

4156 

1 B. L. R.. 0. C., 35 . 

2819, 3813 

2 W. R, P. C., 43: 8 Moore’s 1 

2069 

I. A.. 239. 5 

2W. R., 65 

3122 

14 Moore’s I. A., 453: 17 W.7 

641, 1755 

R., 285. S 

1782. 4652 

4W. B., 42 . . 

3255 

2 Hay, 41 . . . 

67 

7 W. R , 405 

3075 

9 W. R., 136 . . . 1 

5692 

Cor., 126 

1197 

W. R.. F. B., 97 . 

2228 

15 W. R., 28 . . . 

1430 

16 W. R., 284 . 

5279 

3 N. W., 141 . ... 

2915 

7 W. R.. 353 

1816 

20 W. R., 472 .. . 

2666 

W. R., F. B., 84 

6131 

22W. R., 418 . 

371 

11 W. R., 177 .. . 

307, 4429 

2 W. R., 11 . . . 

2329 

17W. R., 446 . 

5678 

7 W. R., 167 .. . 

2193 

1 W. R., 120 

67 

W. R., 1864. 317 

3710 

7B. L. R., 337:16W. R., 412 

2299 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6679 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Bamhit Rai v, Satgiir Bai .... 
Bainhurry Moudul v, Mothoor Moliun Mondul 

Ramia f;. Bliagi ...... 

Bamieiigar alias Ramanuja Chariyar v, Gnanasam- 
banda Faudarasanuada. 

Rami Reddi. In the matter of the petition of 

Ramireddy Narsareddy v, Mumareddy Papireddy 
Ramjadoo Gangooly v, Luckhee Narain Mundul . 

Ihim tJadub Chatterjee v. Rash Monee Dossee 
Rariijadub Sircar v, Ameeroonissa Bibee 

Ramjai Mazumdar. In the matter of the petition of 

Ram j an Beg v. Cook ..... 
Ramjan Khan v. Raman Chamar 

Ram j as v, Baij Nath ..... 
Ramjay Dey v, Srinath Singh . , . , 

Ram Jeawan v. Ram Lall .... 
Ramjeeawan Rai v. Deep Narain Rai . 

Rainjeebun Bose y. Tripoora Dossee . 

Ramjeebun Chowdhry v, Peary Lall Mundul 
Ram .Jeebun Chuckerbutty v, Khooderam Chatterjee 

V, Persbad Shut* . 

Ramjeebun Doobey v. Luchmouee Dabca 
Ram Jeebun Doss dJ. Doyalee Dossee 
Ramjeebun Koyee v, Sbahazadee Begum 
Ramjeebun Mookerjee v. Wooma Churn Hajrah . 
Ramjee Lall v. Anderson ..... 
Ramjeewan Lall v. Arjun Chowbey • 

Ram Jewun Lall v. Sham Lall Misser 
Ram Jewun Singh v. Collector of Shahabad 
y. Collector and Magistrate of Shaha- 
bad. 

■ V, Radha Pershad Singh . 

Ramji v. Dharma 
y. Ghaman 

Ramji bin Tukaram v. Chin to Sakharam 

Ramji Madauji v. Rangayya Chetti 
Ramji Manar v. Little ..... 
Ramjisdas v. Bhagwan Bax .... 
Ramji wan Mai v, Chand Mai . 

Ram JJfehi v. Lakshmibhai .... 
Rainjoy Ghose v. Ram Runjun Chuckerbutty 
Kainjo}’^ Goopto v. Jugodessuree 
Ramjoy Kurmokar. In the matter of the petition of 
Ramjoy Mojoomdar v. Kedar Narain Roy 
Ramjoy Mundul v, Kallymohun Roy Chowdhry . 

• y- Ram Sunder Mundul . . 

Ramjoy Muzoomdar v. Russell .... 

Ram Joy Sein v, Nundomoyee Dabea 
Ramjoy Singh y. Nagur Gazee . 


I. L. R., 3 All., 247 


3208, 3216 

20W,«.,450 . 


4867, 4879 
5140 

1 Bom., 66 * . 


2315, 2626 

5 Mad., 53 • 


109 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 48 


1296, 1301 
1837, 6527 

5 Mad., 404 

8 W. R., 488 

8 W. R., 321 

13 W. R., 27 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 67 : 

14 W. 

171 

1616, 1763 
6734 
89(J 

3623 

R., Cr., 63. 


6 B. L. R., Ap., 91 : 
R., 428. 

14 W. 

5702 

11 C. L. R., 480 . 

, 

739 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 89 


1731, 5726 

I. L. R., 2 AIL, 567 


198 

2 B. L. R., A. 0., 170 : 
R., 24. 

11 W. 

3330 

2 Asra, 190 


448 

Agra, F. H., 78 : Kd. 1874 60 

33, 1734 

Marsh., 396 ; 2 Hay 
W. R., F. B., 93. 

, 449: 

616, 2691 

4 W. R., Act X, 30 


6301 

17 W. R., 338 . 


2931 

7 W. R., 458 


4208 

W. R., 1864, Cr., 5 


4494, 5885 

11 W. R., 246 


5117 

9 W. R., 336 


5701, 6936 

7 W. R., 117 


1362 

7 W. R., 141 


1785 

10 W. R., 303 • 


4913 

20 W. R., 123 . 


6439 

19 W. K., 127 . 


65,2877 

15 W. R., 132 . 


1985 

16 W. R., 109 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 683 
I. L. R , 6 Bom., 498 

I Bom., 199 

• 

• 

2884, 6232 
1108, 3210 
2123 

3442, 3974 

* 1 

4022 

1 Mad., 168 


1367, 4676 

10 Bom.. 57 


3795 

L. R.. 5 I. A., 197 


4228 

1. L. R., 7 All., 227 


2852 

1 Bom., 189 • 


2462 

8C.L. R., 367 . 


4305 

22 W. R., 399 


6142 

25 W. R.. Cr., 10 


6160, 6882 

25 W. R.. 75 


6661 

Marsh., 282. 


4588 

2 C. L. R , 4 

• 

535 

W! R., 1864, 370 

• 

1379 

10 W. It., 374 . 

C 

4904 

6 W. R., Act X, 68 


1183 



6G80 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Nunie of Case, 


Ram joy Surmali v, Joynath Surmah . 

— V, Mirza Ali . * . . 

■ V. Prankislien Singh 

Ramjoy Surmah Mojoomdar v. Puran Kishen Singh 
llamjuii V. Lachec ...... 

Ram Ju8 Rae v. Ram Narain .... 

Rainjuthun Singh «. Mchdec .... 

Ram Kauai Roy Chowclry v, Trilochan CLuckerbutty 
Ram Kanaye Chuckerbutty v. Prossuno Coomar Sein 
Ram Kana3"e Doss v. Kishen Chunder Roy . 

Ram Kanaye Gbose v. Gooroo Prosunno lioy 
Ram Kanaye Shaba v. Bykiintnath Shuha . 

Ram Kannyo Gossamee Meernomoyee Dossee . 
Ram Kant Chowdhry v, Bindobun Chunder Gope 

i;, Brindabun Chunder Doss . 

V. Brojo Mohun Mozoomdar 

Ram Kant Chuckerbutty v, Chunder Narain Dutt 
— V, Mohesh Chunder Singh 

Ramkanth Chowdhry v. Bhubuu Mohun Biswas 
V, Kalee Mohun Mookei jee 


Ram Kanth Roy Chowdhry v, « 

Jiam Kant Nandi v, Shib Naiida Rai . 

Ram Kant Pandey v. Guneshee Koonwur 
Ramkaiit Roy v. Raj ki shore Deb 
Ramkant Sircar v Jadub Chunder Dass 
Ram Kanye Dutt v. Haroo Chunder Mojoomdar 
Ram Keran Deo v. Fuhima Bebee 
Ram Khelawan Rai v, Shiva Dass . 

Ram Khelawun Singh v. Oudh Kooer . 

V, Soondra 

Ram Khilowan Ram v. Fox 
Ram Kiukur Sein. In the matter of 

Ram Kirpal v. Rup Kuari 

Ram Kirpal Shukul v, Rup Knar 
Ram Kishan v. Bbawani Das • . • 

Ram Kishen v. Doolee Chand 

V. Sedhu .... 

Rarakishen Doss v, Hurkhoo Singh . • 

Karnkishen Sircar v, Deler Ali . 

Ramkishen Singh v, Cheet Banco .... 

Ram Kishore Achaijee Chowdhry v. Krishno Moiiee ) 

Debia. ] 

Lukhee Debee ) 

Chowdhrain. 3 

Ramkishore Bhuttacharjee v. Biseshur Bhuttacbarjeo . 

Ramkishore Chuckerbutty v. Kallykanto Chuckerbutty 

Ramkishore Gangopadbya v, Bandikaratan Tewari ^ 
Chowdhry. • j 

Ram Kishore Ball v. Nand Ram 

Ramkishore Muudle v, Moorad Mundle . • . I 


Volume and Page. 

Colmnu 

of 

Diffeat. 

I. L. K.; 9 Calc., 396 : 12 C. I 
L. R., 314. i 

5672 

18 W. R., Cr., 10 

461 

2AV. R.,80 . . ^ 

286, 1783 
2228 

W. R., F. B., 124 

299 

1 Agra, 49 . 

11 

2 N. W., :i82: Agra, F. B., •) 
Ed. 1874, 226. ) 

5242 

i 3 N. W., 282: Agra, F. B., i 

1 Ed. 1874, 258. > 

1658, 3003 

i 1 B. L. R., S. N., 13 . 

3397 

! 13 W. R., 17C . 

1 312 

• ' Marsh.. 22 : 1 Hay, 55 . 

311.S 

i 16 W. R., 30 

! 6827 

' 15 AV. R., 89 . . . 

' 5693 

2 AV. R., 49 ... 

; 5212 

: 2 AV. n.. Act X, 71 

1 4 

1 16 AV. R , 246 

; 3910,4437 

: 6 AV. U., Act X, 20 

i 556 

2 C. L. R., 474 . 

2198 

7AV. R., 172 

1640 

1 B. L, K., Sup. Voh, 25 : AV l 
K.. F. B.. ]83. S 

2930, 4745 

22 \V. K., 84 

3255 

22 AV. IL, 310 

4018, 5777 

1 2 C. L. R., 166 . 

4440 

i 6 AV. R., 47 . . . 

6780 

1 24 AV. R.. 94 . . . 

3918 

21 \V. R., Cr., 44. 

967 

17 AV. R., 229 .. . 

6223 

7 AV. R., 37 . . . 

2945 

2 Agra, 76 . 

3706 

21 AV. R., 101 .. . 

140(>,6032 

7 AV. R., 152 

2994 

7 N. AV., 239 

5304 

13AV. R., 67 

4445 

I. L.R., 6A11.,269: L. R., Ill 
L. R., I. A., 37. ) 

1694 

I. L. R., 3 All., 633 . . I 

274 

1. L. R., 1 All., 333 

’ 3294 

22 AV. R., 647 .. . 

3546 

1. L. R., 2 All., 275 

789 

7W. R.,329 

5977 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 36 

1605 

AV. R., 1864, 102 . 

2503 

23AV. R., 106 . 

.3014 

AV. R., 1864, 290 

3156 

Marsh., 231 .... 

5267 

I. L.R., 6 Calc., 479:8 C.L.l 
R., 1. { 

1468,2521 

1. L. R., 13 Calc., 203 . 

3422 

4 q. L R., 100 . 

1820 

AV. R., 1864, Act X, 67 

6224 



TABLE OF OASES IN THE DIOEST. 


6681 


Colnain 

Name of Case. Volume and I’oKe. of 

Digest. 


Ham Kishore Mundul v. Chand Mundul 
Uam Kishore Naraiu Singh v. Anund Misser 

Ham Kishore Sein. In the matter of the petition of 


Kam Kishore Singh v. Rarasurbo Chatterjee 

Kamkisson Doss t'). Luekeynarain 

Ram Kissen Singh v, Kuudun Lall . • • 

" V. Sheonundun Sing . 

Uamkisore Acharjee Chowdhry v. Arip Khan 
Kamkisto Biswas. In the matter of 
Ramkisto Paul Chowdhry v. Hurry Dass Kooudoo 
Ramkisto Shaha v. Nemy Churn Cholhai . . 

Ram Koomar K 3 ’hurto Dass v, Sonatun Dass Pora- 
manick. 

Ram Koomar Singh v. Kishari 

Ramkrishna. In re . . . . 

Ramkrishnabhat v, Vithaba bin Malharji . 


itamkrishna Das Surrowji v, Surfunnissa Begum 


Ramkrishna Gopal Vithu Shivaji • 

Ram Krishna Kine v. Narshiva Shan bog 
Ram Krishna Mahadev v, Bayaji Santaji 

Ramkrishna Roy v, Madan Gopal Roy 
Rama Kristua v, Ranga . 

Ram Kristo Dass v, Harain . 

« 

Ram Kristo Deb v. Rajehunder Surmah 
Ram Kristo Manjliee v. Amecroonissa Bibee 
Ramkristo Roy v, Naik Tara Dass 
Ram Kristo Sircar v. Kaloo . • 

liamkullee Koer v. Court of Wards • 
Ramkumar. In the matter of 

Ramkumar Mandal v, Brajahari Mridha 

Ramkuvarbai v, Dainodhar Narbheram 
Ram Lakbau Rai v, Bakhtaur Rai • 

V. Bandan Rai 

Ram Lakhi v. Durga Charan Sen 
Ramlal v. Harrison 

V. Lancaster 

V, Makes Baboo . 

V, Radhey Lai . • • 

■ ■ ' " ' ■ V. Tula Ram • . • 


Ram Lai Chowdhry v. Surdaroe Jah 
Ram Lall. In the matter of the petition of 
— — • V, Chummon Ghuttuck 
Dalganjan 

— V. Koondun Lall 

— V, Rung Lall , 

Ram Lall Agarwallah v, Moonia Bibee 
Ram Lall Chuckerbutty v, Tara Soondari Burmonya 
Ram Lall Ghose v» Lalla Pecunilall Doss • 

Ram Lall Jha v, Issur Chunder Dey 
Ram Lall Kurfurma v. Itam Tarun Koondoo 
Ram Lall Misser v, Chundrabullee Dabee . 


5 W. R., Act X, 84 
21W.R., 12 

10 B. L. R., Ap.,14:19 W.I 

R., Cr., 12. j 

11 W. R., 454 .. . 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 312 . 

W. R., 1864, 177 . 

23W. R.,412 . 

^1 W. R., Cr., 6 . 

16 W. R., Cr., 52 

Marsh., 2U): I Hay, 569 # 

W. R., 1864, 110 


1614 

61 

20 

4132 

3466 

4013 

2446 

4731 

1256 

1725, 33 J1 
4980 


3 C. L. R., 23 


5206, 6790 


LL. R., 9 Calc., 68; 11 C.) 

L. R., 318. j 

1. L. R., 9 Bom., 47 . 

3 Bom., A. C., 23 
I. L. R., 6 Calc., 129 ; L. R., \ 
7 1. A., 157. ) 

10 Bom., 441 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 478, note 
6 Bom., A. C., 35 
6B.L. R., Ap., 103 ; 12 
R., 194. ) 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 424 . 

I.L. R.,9 Calc., 517: 12 C.] 
L. R., 141. ) 

IIW. R., 246 . 

7W. R., 314 
12C. L. R., 449 . 

18 W. R., 284 . 

18W, R..474 . 

IOC. L. R,521 . 

2 B. L. U., A.C., 75: 10 W.) 

R,, 410. 1 

6 Bom., A. C., 146 
I. L. R., 6 All., 623 . 

I. L. R., 2 All., 711 
1. L. R., 11 Calc., 680 . 

I. L. R., 2 All., 832 
3N. W., 114 
5 B. L. R., 677, note . 

I. L. R., 7 AIL, 330 

I. L. R., 4 All., 97 

W. R., 1864, Mis., 21 . 

1. L. R., 8 Calc., 875 . 

24 W. R., 271 . 

I. L. R., 6 AIL, 369 . 

3 Agra, 97 . 

17 W. R., 47 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 79 ' . 

8 W. R., 280 
Marsh., 403 : 2 Hay, 526 
low. R., 451 . 

16 W. B., 254 . 

13 W. R., 228 . . 


4764 

5849 
2498 
323, 449 
4189 

5788, 6818 
2968 

633, 3309 
3334 
2848 
2977 

4520 

3963 

6952 

2845 

1491 

1151, 4447 
4788 

5133, 6702 

851, 1704 
6132 
3391 

1814. 3144 
5613 
2854 
1936 

5089, 6237 
6258 
758 
4748 

1584, 4925 
5253 
6814 
6127 
460 
1746 
1605- 
297 
4245 
3006 



6682 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Cohc. 


Volume and 1 


Column 

of 

DiireBt. 


' Bam Lall Moitra v, Bama Sundari Dabia • 

Ram Lall Mookerjeo v, Chittro Coomaree . 
V, Jodii Nath Chatterjee 

• V, Komola Kami nee Dobeo 

Ram Lall Shaw v, Jof^tjondro Naraiu Roy . 

Ram Lall Sinjjh v, Janln Mabatoon , • 

• V. Lill Dbary Mubton 

>' V. Tbakoor Dyal 

Ramlal Mookerjee v. Ilaran Chandra Dbav 

V, Secretary of State for India 
v» Tara Sooiidureo Debia 

Ramlal Sett v, Kanai Lai Sett • • • • 

Ram Lai Sircig: v. Gopal Dobs • . • . 

Ram Lai Tev^ari v. Supbaram . • • . 

RamlakTbakursidaa v, Lakmicband Muni ram 

Ram Lapit Ram v. Cbooaram .... 
Ramlin^a Khanapuri v, Virupakshi Khanapuri . 

Ram Lochan v, Muusoor Ali Cbowdhry 

Ramlocban Das v. Mansur Ali 

Ram Lochau Sircar v, Kamini Debi . 

Ram.Locbuii Bubra v. Madhub Chunder Bubra . 

Ram Locbun Cbowdhry v, Joy Doorga Dossia 
Ram Locbuu Chuckerbutty v. Ram Sounder Cbucker- 
butty. 

Ram Locbun Dutt v, Petumber Paul 

Ramlocbun Lall v. Goorpershad 

Ram Locbun Pattuck v. Rugboobur Dyal . 

Ram Locbun Patuk v. Kunbya Lai . . • 

Ram Locbun Paul v. Brojo Mohinee . 

Ram Locbun Sbaba v. Uuno Poorna Dossee 
Ram Locbun Sircar v. Denonatb Paul 

■ ■■■ - V. Prithee Ram Cbowdhry 

t;. Ram Narain 

Ramlocbun Soor v. Nitty a Kallee Debia 
Ram Loll Mookeijee v. Debender Nath Chatterjee 
Ramloll Thackoorseydass v, Soorjunmull Dboondmull 
Ram Manick Roy v» Asgur .... 

Ram Manick Shah v, Brindabun Chunder Potdar 
Ram Manickya Dey v. Juggunnath Gope . 

Ram Mohan Das v. Lakhi Narayan Roy 
Ram Mohinee Debia V. J abed Sircar . 

Ram Mohinee Dossee v, Pran Koomaree 
Ram Mohun Doss Jhupproo Doss . 

Ram Mohun Mookerjee v. Nursing Deb 

Ram Monee v, Aleemoodeen • . • . 

Rammouee Chuckerbutty v, Alla Buksh 

Rammoney Dossee v, Gobind Chunder Lahoory • 

Ram Money Dossia v, Pearee Mohun Mozoomdar 


I. L. R., 12 Calc., 307 
15 W. R., 277 
9 C. L. R.. 337 
24 W. R., 92 
18 W. K., 328 
4 C. L. R., 14 
1. L. R., 3 Calc., 776 . 

9 W. R., 676 

3 B. L. R., O. C., 130 
W. R., 0. C., 9. 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 304: IOC. 

L. R.,349:L. R.,8I.A., 46.) 
W. R., 18(U, 3 . 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 663 . 

7 W. R.. 154 
1 B. L. R., S. N., 26: 10 
R., Cr., 34. 


'1 


1894 
2826 
5303 
5172 • 
2986 
59H6 
1570 
4849 

401, 2214* 
2498, 4072 
4682 

2569 

248. 2424 
2272, 2660 
2677 


1 Bom., Ap., 61 . 

4 C. L. R., 97 

I. L. K., 7 Bom., 638 
11 W. R., 339 . 

IB. L. R., A. C., 66: 10 W 

R., 96. 

6 B L. R., 460, note 

3 W. R., 118 . , 

11 W. R., 283 . 

20 W. R., 104 . 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 111 

5 N. W., 172 
15W. R., Ill 

6 W. R., 84 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 118 

7 W. R., 144 

2 W. R., 279 

10 W. R., 430 . 

2 W. R., Mis., 37 

1 C. L. R., 296 . 

12W.R.,211 . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 8 

4 Moore’s I. A., 339 

IIW. R., 112 . 

5 W. IL, 230 
1. L. R., 6 Calc., 663 
4 B, L. R., A. C., 2o7 

6 W. R., Act X, 82 

3 W. R., 88 
14W. R.,41 
W. R., P. B., 64 : 1 Ind. Jur., 

0. S., 63 : 1 Hay, 379, 

20 W. R., 374 . 

4 W. R., Act X, 46 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 27 ; 24 W. 

R., 234. 

6 W. R., 326 


462 

2376, 4263 
4325, 5805 
1867, 1905 
2472 
3823 

1467 

1667 

6798 

4175 

6006 

1187,1635 

4874 

2466 

4^)16 

4149 

1813, 5386 
4206, 5104 
4715 
4526 

61.34, 6137 
335, 5583 
5303 

1067, 1579 
4562 
1250 
3822 
2888 
882 
1708 

4194, 4480 
4406, 6246 

4192 

1635 

2295 . 

6674, 6737 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6688 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pas^o. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Ram Monohur Sin^h v. Kooldeep Naiain Singh • 

Ram Muiidur Jankipershad . . . • 

Ram Mungul Gliose v, Luklieenarain Shalia 

Raninad Zamindar v, Dorasaini 

Ram Naffer Kliara v. Dogiimber Cbatterjee • 

Ram Naiidan Bai v. Lai Dhar Rjii 

Ram Narain v. Heera Lall .... 

■ V. Huree Daa« .... 

Ramnaraiu Bluitiachariee v. Mohesh Ohnnder Roy 
Ramnarain Chuckerbiit-ty v» Pool in Behari Lall Singh 
Ram Narain Do«s v. Mohesh Ch under Banerjee . • 

• V. Tweedie .... 

Ram Narain Doss Biswas v. Sreemunth Poddar • 
Ramnarain Kallia v, Gopal Doss Singh 

V, Monee Bibee 


Ram Narain Koer v. Mahabir Pershad Singh 
Ram Narain Lai v, Bhawani Prasad . . ^ . 

n. Gambeer Singh 

Ramnarain Manjbee v. Fultema Sogra • 

Ram Naiain Mitter v. Nobin Cbunder Moordafarash 
Ramnarain Mookerjee v. Mahtab Cbunder . 
Ramnarain Poddar v. Levy . • . • 

Ramnarain Porainanick v, Dossee 
Ram Narain Rai v. Ram Coomar Cbunder Poddar 
Ram Naiain Roy v. Nil Monee Adbikaree 

Ram Narain Singh v. Goberdbun Lall Chowdhry 

V, Horonath Roy . . 

■ - V. Huronath Roy • 

Mall tab Bibi . 

V, Peary Bbugut • 

■ V. Pertum Singh . 

• V, Ranioon Panrey 

V, Ram Runjun Chuckerbutty 

Ram Narain Singh Deo i’. Bistoo Thakoor . 

Ram Narayan Banerjee v. Jayakrisbna Mookerjee 
Ram Narayan Mookerjee v, Sarada Debi 

Ram Nath v. Gowhur ..... 


Ramnath Chowdhry. In re petition of 

— V, Digumber Roy 

Ramnath Ghose v, Amrit Moyee Dossee 
Ramnath Ram v, Deen Dyal Ram 
Ram Nath Roy v, Saleem Ahmed Khan 
Ram Nath Roy Chowdhry v, Arnee Kally Debia 

V. Bhagbut Mohapattur 

V. Hurri Cbunder Roy) 

Chowdhry. 

Ramnath Sen Lushkur v. Rash Mohan Mookerjee 

■ ' V, Wise . 

Ramnath Singh v. Gondee Singh 

■ V. Huro Lall Pandey 

Ramna^ Tolapattro v, Durga Sundari Debi • 


11 W. R., 614 . 


2478 

12C.L.R., 139 . 


1424 

1 W. K., 71 


6176 

X. L. R., 7 Mad., 341 


3376 

W. R., 1864, 269 . 


6108 

I. L. R., 3 All., 776 


1480 

1 A^ra, 226 


2852 

3 Agra, 81 . . 


3204 

2 Hay, 79 . 


241 

2 C. L. R., 6 


2946 

19 W. R., 202 . 


* 1767 

12 W. R., 161 


3012 

9 W. R., 498 


4757 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 613 


1836 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 735 


4630 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 613 


1836 

I. L, R., 9 Calc., 736 


4530 

I. L. R„ 13 Calc., 208 


97, 4687 

I. L. R„ 3 All., 443 


2162 

19 W. R., 108 . 


1623 

23 W. R., 399 . 


1461 

18 W. R., 208 , 


570, 5078 

1 Ind. Jar., 0. S., 48 


3816, 5270 

2 Hyde, 183 


426 

1 W. R., 280 


2081 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 562 


1738 

23 W. R., 169 


2741 

24 W. R., 144 . 


4229 

21 AV. R., 2 


169 

AV. R., 1864, Act X, 86 


1609 

AV. R., 1864, Act X, 92 

6193 

I. L. R., 2 All., 828 


6412 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 830: 
L. R., 109. 

13 C. 

2260 

n B. L. R.,397:20W. R.]89 

2165 

23 AV. R., 76 


2242 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 246 


6724 

15 W. R., 299 . 


4207 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 70 


8 

6 H. L. R., Ap., 39 


6689 

2 N. AV., 230 


1488,6122 

6015 

6 AV. R., Mi.s., 17 . 


281 

3 AV. R., Mia., 30 


3836 

5 AV. R., 168 


4216 

AV. R., 1864, 311 . 


3919 

3N. AV., 188 


4i;50 

AV. R., 1864, 17? 


2422 

3 AV. R., Act X, 140 


4973 

5 AV. R., 60 


3286 

24 W. R, 214 . ' 


1067 

25 AV. R., 378 . 


6118 

10 AV. R., 441 


1161, 2989 

8 W. R., 188 


2929 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 560 


2341 



6684 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name ot Case. 


Column 

Volume iiud Papre. ot‘ 


Ram Needhee Koondoo v» Rughoo Nath Narain Mullo 

Ram Needhy Boyde v, Neamut 
Ram Newaz Siugh v, Kishun Rai 

Ram Nidhee Koondoo v, Ajoodhya Ram Khan 

' — . ■ V. Goluck Clmnder Moshanto 

Ramnidhee Manjie v, Parbutty Dassee 


Ramnidhy Koondoo v, Ojoodhyaram Khan • 


Ram Nirunjun Singh v. Prayag Singh 


Ram Niiflfer Bhattacliarjca v, Dhol Gobind Thakoor 
Ram Nursingh Chuckerbutty v, Dwarkauath Gangooly 
Ram Nursing Milter v. Tripoora Soonduree Dassia 
Ram Onoogroho Singh v. Montoruu . 

Ram Oomrao Singh v, Sutun Lall • . . 


Ram Parshad Hazaree v. Soomatbra Dabea 
Ram Paul Singh. In the matter of . 
Rampersad v, J uggernauth . • 

Rampersaud v, Callachund Doss 

Rampersaud Roy v. Callachand Doss • 

Ram Pershad v. Buljeet Sint»li . 

- V, Chaineram • . 

— — ■ V, Kishna . • • 

V, Mahomed Hashim • 

Mewa Kooer 

- -- '■ V, Nazeer Hossein . 

V. Sheva Pershad 

Rampershad Chowdhry v. Jokhoo Roy 
Rampeishad Doss v. Sreehuree Doss . 

Ram Pershad Dutt v. Krishto Mohun Shaw 
Ram Pershad Misser v, Phoolputtee . 
Rampershad Narain Tewaree v. Court of Wards 
Rampershad Ojha v, Bhurosa Koonwar 
Ram Pershad Sahoo v. Rumzanee 
Rampershad Singh v. Najbunnissa Kooer 

V, Neerbhoy Singh 


Rampershad Sookul v. Rajunder Saljoy 
Rampershad Tewary?; . Sheo Churn Doss 

Rampershad Vogut v, Ramtohul Singh 
Ram Pertab Singh v. Bliolabutty Koonwar 
Rumphal Lai v, dahr Ali . 

Kamphal Rai v. Rambaran Rai 

V. Tula Kuari 

Rarophul ». Durga . • , . 

Ramphul Ahir v, Bhugwan Dutt Paurey 
Ramphul Lall v. Chundee Pershad 
Ramphul Pandey v, Wahed Ali Khan 

Ramphul Sahoo v. Misree Lall ’ . • 


I. L. R:, I Calc., 456: 25 W. 7 
R., 516. 5 

1409 

Marsh., 365 ; 2 Hay, 437 

5075 

6 N. W., 137 

4467,5267 

20 W. R., 123 . 

1213, 2852 
3873 

11 W. R., 280 

2753,4136 

1. L. R., 5 Calc., 823 : 6 C. L. 
R., 362. 

1623, 3016 

11 B. Ji. R., Ap., 37: 20W. 

1213, 2852 

R., 123. 

3873 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 138 : 10 C. 

L. R., 66. i 

990, 1101 

1 C. L. R., 421 . 

334 

23 W. R., 10 . . . 

3023 

9 W. R., 105 

1733 

6 W. R., 223 

5375 

IN. W., Pi. VI, p.77: Ed., 7 
1873, 168. > 

1488 

6 W. R., Mis., 24 

8 C. L. R., 14 . . . 

6C. L. R., 1 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 325 ; and on > 

264 

2657 

354 

2627 

appeal, ld„ 373. j 

Bourke, 0. C., 423 

431,5896 

2 Agra, 252 

4567 

1 N. W., 11 : Ed. 1873, 10 . 

2445 

3 Agra, 146 

4021, 4903 

2 Agra, 249 • 

1636 

2N. W., 12 

4814 

1 Agra, Rev., 63 . 

352,3882 

1 Agra, 71 . 

1719 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 1003 

1416 

18W. R.,399 . 

2240 

]8W. R., 297 . 

2740 

7 W. R., 98 . . . 

4235 

21 W. R., 152 .. . 

2453 

9W. R.,328 

242, 6227 

2 Agra, 37 . 

4518 

9W. R.,501 

4156 

11 B. L. R., 76: 19W.R.,7 
24. i 

1143 

9 W. R., 262 .. . 

5792 

10 Moore’s I. A., 490 • 

31, 2314 
2351 

Marsh., 655 

• 529, 3080 

9 W. R., 586 

2816, 5216 

7 N. W., 199 

3330 

I. L. R., 5 All., 53 

1868 

I.L. R.,6All., 116 

2196 

I. L. R., 7 All., 815 . 

4747 

12 W. R., 326 . 

1455 

IN. W., 204: Ed. 1873, 287 

4829, 4852 

14 W. R., 66 

4016, 6232 

24 W. R., 97 

1359,2943 

3276 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


€>m 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


llamphul Singh €. Deg Narain Singh 

llampiyari v, Mulchand .... 
Ram Prasad v, Dirgpal .... 

V. Ragliunandan Prasad . 

- V. Rai Kishen 

- - ' V. Sitla Prasad 

V. Sukh Dai .... 

Ramprasad Hazra. In the matter of the pet; 

Ramprasad Rai v. Dina Kuar . 

V. Radha Prasad Singh 

Ramprasad Ram v. Ragliunandan Ram 
Ramprosad Das v, Kajo Koer . 

Ramprosad Jannu v, Lakhi Narain Pradhan 
Ramprotab Misser v. Abhilack Misser » 
Raiupurgass Singh v. Ameer Ali . . 

Ramputty Koer v, Kalee Churn Singh 

Rampyari Debi v, Dinanath Mookerjeo • 

Ramrao Trimhak Yeshvantrao Madhavrao 
Ram Rau v. Raja Ran .... 
Ramrav Khanderav v. Govind Pandshet • 
Ram Rewaz Koowar. In the matter of • 
Ram Rooch Chowdree v, Deokee Nundun . 
Rarnrooder Surma v. Prankisben Surma 
Ram Roop Singh v, Sheo Golam Singh 
Ram Rotton Mandul v, Netro Kally Dossee 
Ram Rucha Doss v, Doorga Dutt Misser • 
Jianirudeegowda v, Dessai Sahib 
Ram Rukha Roy v, Gobind Doss Byragee . 
Ramrunginee Dossee v. Gooroodoss Roy • 


liarn Runjun Bhandari v. Madhub Ghose 
Ranirunjuu Chuckerbutty v, Anund Coomar Mookerjee . 

— V, Bailee Madhub Mookerjee . 

^ V. Court of Wards 

— V. Jowhurujumah Khan 

— — ' V, Ram Lall Mukhopadhya . 

w.^am Prosad Dass 

*“ — V. 

Ramrutno Sircar v. Chunder Mookhee Dehia 
Ramrutton v. Oriental Inland Steam Navigation Com- ■) 
pany. j 

Ramrutton Rae v, Furrookoonnissa Begum . 

Ram Ruttun Audo v, Rim Chunder Pal • 

Ram Ruttun Baneriee v, Ameeroolmolk Bunwareel 
Gobind. j 

Ram Ruttun Dass v, Gobind Dass .... 
Ram Ruttun Ghose v, Prosunjio Nath Bhuttacharjee 
Ram Ruttun Neogee. In re . 

• 'v. Phool Singh .... 

Ramruttun Neogy v. Land Mortgage Bank of India 
Ramruttun Rae v, Dwarka Doss .... 
Ram Ruttun Saha v. Bawool Mundul .... 
Ram Sabuk Bose v. Kami nee Koomaree Dossee 


I. L. R., 8 Calc., 517 : 10 C. 

L. R., 489. 

I. L. R., 7 All., 114 
I. L. R., 3 All., 744 . 

I. L. R., 7 All., 738 . 

I. L. R., 6 All., 36 
I. L. R., 6 All., 484 . 

I. L. R., 2 AIL. 720 
B. L. R., Sup. VoL, 426 

I. L. R., 4 All., 516 

I. L. R., 7 All., 402 . 

I. L. R., 3 All., 239 

5 C. L. R., 94 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 197 . 

3 C. L. R., 170 . 

3Agra, Mis., 3 • 

14 W. R., 94 

2 B. L. R., S. N., 13: 10 W. 
R., 376. 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 327 . 

2 Mad., 114 
G Bom., A. C., 63 . 

7 C. L. R., 636 . 

2 N. W., 169 
2 Hay, 86 . 

26 W. R., 327 . 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 339 . 

13 W. R., 463 

17 W. R., 8 . . 

16 W. R., 291 . 

17 W. R., Cr., 9 . 

18 W, R., Cr., 36 . 

22 W. R., 212 . 

26 W. R., Cr., 33 . 

16 W, R., 323 . 

21 W. R., 253 . 

21W. R., 192 . 

23 W. R., 129 . 

6 C. L. R., 62 

13 C. L. R., 26 . 

6 C. L. R., 128 . 

2 W. R., Act X, 74 

2 Hyde, 89 . 

4 Moore 8 I. A., 233 

26 W. R., 113 . 

6 W. R., Mis., 95 • 

2 Agra, 141 
20 W. R., 203 . 

6 W^ . R., Cr., 3 • . 

W. R., 1864, 147 . 

17 W. R., 193 . 

2 N. W., 193 
23W. R.,Cr., 4 . 

14B. L. R., 394 . 


2176,2343 

2317 

102 

1778, 1783 
6891 
2577 • 
1226 
264 

1164,2867 
4086 
34 
1482 
6760 
3434 
683, 4194 
3562 

1196,1198 


2231, 5593 
60,2942 
317,697 
1969 

1360,5221 

5267 

3824 

1669, 3(147 
1481 

4457 , 4663 

1766, 3797 

4485, 4491 
616 
617 
6510 
771 
1249 
1711 
842 
3338 
366 
6890 

1609,1617 


3479, 3609 

4284 

325 

965 

5288 

3776 

3815 

1223 

4660, .6329 



6686 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Cm 


Ram Sabuk Bose Monmobinee Dossee 

Ram Saguv Dutt v. Nobogopaul Mookerjee 
Ram Sabai v. Bank of Bengal . 

*■ — V, Gaya 

Ram Sabai Misaer v, Biaraj Singh 

liam Sabai Singb v, Dbunoukdbaree Singh 

V. Maniram 


V, Sbeo Sabai Singb 

Ramsabaya Singn v, Muzhar AH • 
Ram Sahay Singh v. Kookhoo Singh • 

Ram Sahoy v. Balmokund 

■ ' ■ — V. Seethoo • 

■ ' V. Sbeo Dyal . . 

Ram Saboy Singb v, Koldeep Singb . 

■ ' ■ ' •— V, Mobabeer Pershad 

Ram Sabye Bbukkui v. Lalla Laljee Sabye 
Ram Saran Lai v. Amirta Kuar 
Ramsaran Mitter v, Rakbal Das Dutt 


Ram Sai-an Sing v. Bbajan Dobay Karpardaz 

Ram Sarun Singb v. Fran Pearee 
Ram Sarun Sahoo v, Veryag Mabton , 

Ram Sarup v. Bela 

V. Rukmiu Kuar . , 

Ramsay v. Anderson • . , 

Ramsebak Misser. In the matter of 


le petition 


of 


Ramsebuk v. Ramlall Koondoo 
Ram Sevak Das v, Raghubar Rai 
Kamsewak Chowdhuree v, Nackohedee Singh 


Ram Sewak Singb v. Nakcbed Singb 
Ram Shahai Cbowdbry v, Sanker Bahadur . 

Ramsbet Baebasbet v, Pandbarinatb . 

Ramsbet bin Baebasbet v, Balkrishna bin Ababbat 
Rainshewuk Roy v, Sbeo Gobind Saboo 
Ram Shewuk Saboo v, Futto Roy 
Ram Sbodoy Gbose v. Juttadbaree Haidar . 

Ram Sbunker v, Lalee Baee . . • 

V. Sbeo Persbad . 

Ram Sburn Shaba v, Bbote Kinkur 

Ram Singb Mobapattur v» Bbottro Manjee Sonthal 

Ram Sookb v, Tara Singb . • 


« 



Columu 


Volume ttiid Puffo. 


of 



DiKest. 

( 

1 

L. R., 2 I. A., 71 ; 23 W. 
113. 


4660, 6329 


Bourke, 0. C., 367 


5879 


•1. L. R., 8 All., 262 . 


2703 


1. L. R., 7 All, 107 . 


1485, 4558 


1 Agra, Rev., 19 . 


1675 


1 W. R., 266 


996 

( 

1 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 807 : 6 
L. R , 223. 

c.j 

3145, 5967 

( 

■s 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol, 492 
Ind. Jur., N. S., 421 


3495, 3506 
3526 

( 

W. R., Mis., 98. 

s 


2 B. L. R., Ap., 40 


4308 


16 W. R, 414 


1489 


L. R , 3 I. A., 259 : 26 W. ) 

2215, 2216 

1 

R., 55. 

} 

2762, 4224 

, 

1 N. W., 28 *. Ed. 1873,26 . 

6096 

( 

L. U., 3 I. A., 259 ; 26 

W. 1 

2215, 2216 

1 

R- 55. 

> 

2762, 4224 

• 

15 W. R., 80 


2852, 4468 

• 

25 W. R., 185 . 

• 

2164 

( 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 149 = 9 C. 

L. R., 457. ) 

2337, 2398 

, 

I. L. R., 3 All, 369 


6159 

1 

6 B. L. R., 244, note ; 11 W, ^ 
R., 412. ) i 

2846 


6B. L. R., Ap., 155: 11 
R., 515. 

W. j 

1626 

1 W. R., 156 

• 

• 1680 

, 

25 W. R., 554 . 

• 

305, 6176 

5 

I. L. R., 6 All, 313 : L. 
I. A., 44. 

R..> 

) 

1097, 2042 


I. L. R., 7 All, 884 . 

. 

1443 


7 C. L. R., 336 . 

• 

391 


6 B. L. R., 179 . 

. 

2675, 6633 


6 B. L. R., 119 . 

. 

2666 


6 B. L. R., 310 . 

. 

2660 


I. L. R., 6 Calc., 815 : 8 C. ( 

2376, 3219 

1 

11 L. R., 457. 

) 

3226, 4278 

, 

I. L R., 3 All, 72 

Ed.^ 

) 

2401 

i 

3 Agra, 357 : .%ra, F. B., 
1874, 160. 

2885 

1 

I. L, R., 4 All, 261 . 

( 

3871, 4876 
4998 

i 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 65 : 15 
R. Cr., 7. 

W. j 

6257 


8 Bom., A. C., 236 


3442, 3975 


1 

4026 


6 Bom., A. C., 161 


6727 


8W. R., 519 


2609, 2616 


12 W. R., 184 . 


6689 


7 W. R., 95 


2843 


2 Agra, 268 


3832 


5N W.,7 • 


2919 


14 W. R., 268 . 


36 


24 W. R., 298 


3272 


3 Agra, 40 , 


6024 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6687 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pa»r6. 


Ram Sdondaree Debee. In the matter of . . 1 C. L. R., 86 

Ramsoondaree Debia Chowdhrain v, Ratfl Pershad Sadliioo 8 W. R., 288 
Ram Soonder Bandopadhya. In the matter of . . 10 B. L. R., i 

Ram Soonder Doss v* Mahomed Abbed , . .1 Ind. Jur., C 

*Ram Soonder Roy w. Ram Sahye Bhu^ut . . . I. L. R., 8 Ca 

Ram Soonder Sandyal w. Gopeasur Mostofee . { R* ^2(f 

Rani Soonder Sircar v. Kistobag Bag . . - Marsh., 322 : 

Ram Soondur w. Ram Canto . . . • . 11 W. R., 8 

Ram Soondur Banerjee v. Doorga Churn Barui . . 19 W. R., 12i 

V. Kaloe Perstiad Hajrah • .19 W. R., 26' 

Ram Soondur Chuckerbutty v. Kalee Koncul Diitt . 6 W. R., Act 

' ' ' " — '■■■ V, Raiiiessiir Acharjee . 8 W. R., 454 

Ram Soondur Dey v. Shoshi Mohun*Pal Chowdliry . 11 C. R., 389 

Ram Soonduree Daasia v. Surut Soonduree Debia . . 17 W. R., 33 

Ram Soondur M undul v. Akiina Bibee . . .8 W. R., 366 

Ram Soondur Poddar. In the matter of . . . 2 C- L. R., 51 

Ram Soondur Sein v. Krishno Chunder Goopto . 17 W. R., 380 

Ram Soondur Shaiia v. Delanriey . . . .20 W. R., 102 

Ram Soondur Singh v. Surbanee Dossee • . . 22 W. R., 12] 

Ram Soondur Thakoor v, Taruck Chunder Turkoruttun . 19 W. R., 28 

Ram Subhag Das v. Gobind Prasad . • • . I. L. R., 2 Al 

Ram Sudoy Ghose v. Rajbullubh Saha • • .15 W. R , 54/i 

Itam Sukh Bhunjo v, Brohmoyi Dasi • . . 6 C. L. R., 47 

Ramsundar v, Nirotam . . . ^ . . I. L. R., 6 Al 

Ram Sundar Poramanick v. Prasanna Kumar Bose ^ ^*W R * Act 

Ram Sundar Singh v. Ram Bandhan Singh • • 7 N. W., 126 

Ram Sunder De v, Rajab Ali . . • . • I. L. R., 12 C 

Ram Sunder Tewari t;. Srimunt Dewasi • . ^ ^^W I^*2lV 

Ram Sunker Bhadoory. In the matter of . . . 3 C. L. R., 4d 

Ram Sunker Sunaputtv v, Gopaul Kishen Deo • . 1 W. R., 68 

Ram Sunker Senaputty Bir Chunder Manikya . I. L. R., 4 Ca 

Ram Sunker Sein v, Nilkant Biswas . ... 9 W. R., 392 

Ram Sum Muhton Jinonauth Bbuggut . . .10 W. R., 39( 

Ram Surohee Singh v. Kashee Roy • . . . 6 W. R., 176 

Ram Surun Dass v. Ram Chund • . . .1 Agra, 283 

Ram Surun Lall v. Lokebas Kooer • . . . 18 W. R., 39 

Ram Surun Singh v, Gooroo Dyal Singh . . . 1 W. R., 83 

• V, Mahomed Ameer • l3 W. R., 78 

X, X5 C 15W.R..P.C 

. Pran Pearee . ^ I. A., 651. 

Ram Surun Sokool v. Sheorutun Koorraee • . 2 Agra, Pt. I] 

Rarntahal Ram v. Rameshar Rain • • . I. L. R., 8 Ali 

Ram Tahul v. Madho ..... .2 Agra, 111 

Ramtanu Acharji v. Komal Lochan Roy . . 3 B. L. R., A] 

Ramtarak Karati v. Dinanath Mandal • . 7 B. L. R , 1^ 

Ram Tarrun Koondoo v, Hossein Buksh • i R ^385^^^ 

Ram Taruck Barrik v, Sidhessuree Dossee . . 13 W. R., 60 

Ram Taruck Ghose v. Biressur Banerjee . • 6 W. R., Act 

Ram Taruck Ghossal v. Radha Bullub Sircar . 16 W. R., 96 

Ramtonoo Surmah Sircar v, Gour Chunder Surmali Sircar 3 W. R., 64 . 


1 C. L. R., 86 . 

8 W. R., 288 

10 B. L. R., Ap., 21 . 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 102 . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 919 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 716 : 2 C. L. 
R., 220. 

Marsh., 322 : 2 Hay, 421 
IIW. R, 8 
19 W. R., 128 . 

19 W. K., 267 . 

6 W. R., Act X, 92 
8 W. R., 454 

11 C. R., 389 
17 W. R.. 33 

8 W. R., 366 

2 C. L. R., 515 . 

17 W. R., 380 . 

20 W. R., 103 . 

22 W. R., 121 . 

19 W. R., 28 

I. L. R., 2 All., 622 . 

15 W. R , 647 . 

6C. L.R., 470 . 

I. L. R., 6 All., 477 
B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 382 : 5 
W. R., Act X, 22. 

7 N. W., 126 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 658 . 

14 B. L. H., 371, note: 10 
W.R., 215. 

3 C. L. R., 440 . 

1 W. R., 68 

I. Jj. R., 4 Calc., 714 . 

9 W. R., 392 

10 W. R., 396 . 

6W. R., 176 

1 Agra, 283 

18 W. R., 39 

1 W. R., 83 

13 W. R., 78 

15 W. R., P. C., 14:13 Moore’s 
I. A., 651. 

2 Agra, Pt. II, 166 
I. L. R., 8 All., 140 

2 Agra, 111 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 37 

7B. L. R,184 . 

I. L. R., 3Calc.,785: 2C.L. 
R., 385. 

13 W. R., 60 . . . 

6 W. R., Act X, 32 

15 W. R., 96 . . . 


5763 

3496 

494 

6775 

5589 

4206 

2658, 5440 
®5586 
1810 

1258, 6163 
2762, 4892 
4867 
' 2144 

1458 
3186 
3630 
3291 
3610 


766, 5118 
490 


3452 

3129,3180 

660 

4913 

5(M)7 

1676 

4807, 6163 
880, 6380 
• 228,3334 
3251, 3442 
4287 

1680 

2291 

7^1 

5100 

6064 

321,2856 


' 160 
1663 
4284 

4792,4820 

6798 



6688 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pafre. 


Culuinii 

of 

Digortt. 


Ramtonu Acharjeo v. Pearymobuii Acharjec 
Ramtuhul Lall v, Sheo Nath Singh . 

Ramtuhul Singh v» Bisses war Lai Sahoo 

Kamtuhul Thakoor v. Oodit Naraiu Singh . 

Kam Tuimoo v. Sveenath Doss .... 
Bam Tunoo Acharjee v. lladlui Gobind 
Ram Tnnoo Koondoo v. Mullicka Dossee 
Ram Tunoo Koloo v. Sharoda Pershad Mullick 
Ramu Naikan v, Subbaraya Mudali . 

Ram Yad v. Bissessur Bhuttacharjee . 

Ramyad Sahoo v. Doolar Sahoo 

Ram Yad Singli v. Lalla Saligrara Singh 

Nininjim Koer 

Ramzan Ali v. Anwar All 

' V. Dnrpo Komilla .... 

' ■ V, Janki Prasad .... 

Ranchoddas Dayaldas v. Ranchoddas Nanabhai 
Ranchoddas Krishnadas v, Bapu Narhar 

Ranchoddas Nathubhai v. Jeychand Khusalchand 

Ranchhod Jamnadas v. Lallu Haribhai . . 

Ranohodji v. Lallu 

Ranchod Varajbhai v, Municipnlity of Dakor 
Bane v, Rane ... 

Raneegunge Coal Association v. Hem Lall . 

Ranga v. Sithaya ...... 

' V, Suba Hedge ..... 

Rangai. In the matter of .... 
Rangaiyau v. Hari Krishna Aiyan 
Ranganayaka Ammal v, Venkatacbellapati Nayudii 

Ranganmani Dasi v. Kasinath Dutt . 

Rangansary v, Shappani Asary .... 
Raugasami Aiyyangar v. Narasiinhulu Nayak 
Rangasami Mudelliar v. Sirangan 
Rangasvami Ayyangar v. Kristiia Ayyangar 
— V. Vanjulatamnnil •. 
Rangaswami Gounden v. Sabapathy Gounden 
Rangil Das v, Bai Girja ..... 

Ranglal Sahu v, Siali Dhar Das 

Rangoba Naik v. Collector of Ratnagiri 
Rango Vinayak Dev v. Yamnnabai 
Rango Vithal v. Rikhivadas bin Rayachand 
Rangubai v, Bhagirthibai .... 

Ranjit Singh v, Ilahi Baksh .... 

' ' V. Jagannath Prosad Gupta . 

• V. Sheo Prasad Ram 

Rannak Husain v, Harbans Singh 

Ranoji w. Kandoji ...... 

Ransordass Bhogilal v, Kesrising Mohanlal . 


I 

i 

I 


I 


f 




I. L. R . 6 Calc., 551 : 7 C. ) 
L. R., 557. ) 

1 N,*W., 24 : Ed. 1873. 22 . 

15 B. L. R.,208: 23 W. R.,) 

305 : L. R., 2 I. A., 131. > 

J2W. R., 36 
Marsh., 537 : 2 Hay, 651> 

11 W. R., 407 

14W. R., 338 . 

19 W. R., 91 . . . 

7 Mad., 229 

2 W. R., Mis., 23 

9 W. R., 441 .. . 

16W. R., 98 

22W. K., 420 . 

2B. L. R., Ap., 19: 11 W.^ 
R., 52. > 

24 W. R., Cr., 68 . . [ 

6 B. L. R., 119 . 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 581 
I. L. R., 10 Bom., 439 . 

1. L. R., 8 Bom., 405 . ^ 

10 Bom., 95 ... 

•L L. R., 6 Bom., 304 . 

r. L. R., 8 Bom., 142 . 

3 Bom., A. C., 173 
24 W. R., Cr., 17 . 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 368 . 

I. L. R., 4 Bora., 473 . | 

12 C. L. R., 600 . 

2 Mad., 437 ... 

I. L. R..4Mad.,323 . 

3 B. L. R., O. C., 1 : 13 W. 7 

R., 76, note. j 

5 Mad., 375 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 213 . 

4 Mad., 254 ... 

1 Mad., 72 . 

1 Mad., 28 . 

4 Mad., 162 
I. L. R., 8 Bom., 559 
3 B. L. R.. Ap., 27 : 11 W. 1 
R., 293. > 

8 Bom., A. C., 107 
I. L. R., 3 Bom., 44 

11 Bom., 174 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 377 . 

1. L. R., 5 All., 520 . [ 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 375 . 

1. L. R., 2 All., 487 
I. L. R., 3 All., 283 . 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 557 . 

1 Bom., 229 .... 


5093 

1301 

5492, 6150* 

6233 

5262 

5()(>4 

5796 

4H91 

3939- 

194 

384 

4258 

371 


536 


49, sole- 

0029 

2005 

600, 5378 
1741 

1108, 3210 
3221 
2615 
290 
619 
2365 
4501 
1114 

1075, 1098 
2907 
5107 
2822 
4341 

2373, 4320 

813 

1301 

702 

1678 

2192 

978 

242 

3800 

3298, 559a 
2425 
4960 

2119,2137 
1448, 2871 
4076 
4674 
293, 3227 
985 
2418 

1348,2085 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and PaKO. 


Column 

of 

IMgest. 


Ranu valad Avaji Mali v, Ramabai kom Mahadu Mali 
Rao Bahadur Singh v, Jowahir Kuar • . 

Rao Baneeram v, Newaz Bibee .... 

— — V, Ram Nath Shah 

Raojee Gunesh v, Rao Jalee Pershad . . • 

Raoji Narayan v, Kriahnaji Lakshman • 

Rao Kurun Singh v, Mahomed Fyaz Ali Khan 
V, Mehtab Koonwer 

Raol Gorain v, Teza Gorain .... 

Rao Oomrao Singh v, Sutim Lall * 

Rasaji bin Davlaji v, Sayana bin Sagdu 

Rasii Bebaree Baboo. In the matter of the petition of 

— V, Gooroodoss Baboo . 

Rash Boharee Lall v, Burmessur Nauth . • 

Rash Bebaree Roy v, Goorgabur Roy , . 

~~~ V. Ezud Buksh • . , 

— ; — V, Nimaye Churn . 

Rash Bebaree Singh v. Koon j Bebaree Singh 

V. Saheb Roy ... 

Rash Behari Dass v, Gopinath Barapanda Mohapatu 

Rash Behfiri Lai Sing v, Nabayi Poddar . 

Rashhehari Mukherji v, Sakhi Sundari Dasi 
Rash Behary Buiidopadhya v» Peary Mohun Mooker- 
jee. 

Rash Behary Bysack t\ Buddun Chnnder Singh . 
Rashbehary Ghose v, Barroda Prosbad Mookhopadhya 
■ V. Ram Coomar Ghoso . 

Rash Behary Lall v. Wajan 

Rash Behary Mookerjee v. Khettro Nath Roy 

Rashbehary Mookhopadhya v, Surnomoyeo . 

Rash Dharee Singh v. Nuthoonee Singh 
Rashessur Surmah v. Kaleekanath Surmah . 

Rashmohun Goshamy. In^the matter of the petition of i 

“ Kalinath Raha . . ) 

Kash Mohun Goswamy v. Issur Chnnder Mookerjee . 
Rashmonee Dassee v. Bhubo Nath Bhuttacharjee • • 

Riashmonee Debca v. Hurronath Roy .... 
—7 — Ramjoy Shaha . . . . 

Rasbuionee Debia v, Rajaram Sircar .... 
Rash Munjooree Chowdhrain v, Itadha Soonduree Dosiee 
Lasnomonee Dossee v. Chowdhry Junmojoy Mullick 
Rashum Beebee w. Bisson auth Sircar . , . . 

Rasik Lai v. Gajraj Singh 

Rasmonee Debca Pran Kishen Das ’ ! ! ! 

Rasmonee Debia i;. Mahomed Hafezzoollah . 

Ras Mum Dibiah Prankishen Das . . . . 

Rassam v. Donzelle «... 

Rassmonee .Dossee v, Monshar Ally ! ! ! ! 

Rassonada Rayar v, Sitharama Pillai ’ ! ! 


6 Bom., A. C., 265 
1. L. R., 10Culc.,887:L.R., > 
11 1. A, 75. \ 

8 W. R.,611 

10 B. L. R., Ap., 2: 18 W. ) 

R., 412. > 

8 W. R.,91 

11 Born., 139 .. . 

lO B. L. R., 1 ; 14 Moore 8 I. ( 

A., 176, 187. I 

3 Agra, 150 

4 B. L. R., Ap.. 90 

1 N. W., Pt. VI, p. 77 : Ed ) 
1873, 168. ] 

6 Bom., A. C., 7 . 

7 W. R., 130 

7 W. R., 115 .. . 

10 W. R., 30 . . . 

14 W. R., 211 .. . 

IIW. R.,276 . 

W. R., 1864, 223 . 

W. R., 1864, Mis., 31 . 

12 W. R., 76 . . . 

lie. L. R., 352 . 

3 B. L. R., A.C.,99: 11 W.l 

K. , 465. ) 

I.L. R., llCalc,644 . 

1. L. R., 4 Calc., %t6; 3 C. I 

L. R., 116. 1 

12 0. L R., 550 . 

7 C. L. R., 380 . 

22 W. R., 487 . , 

12 B. L. R., 208, note : 11 W. ) 
R., 516. ) 

1 C. L. R., 418 . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 403:9C.L. ) 
R., 79. j 

24 W. L. R., 301 . 

11 B. L. R., 138, note : 11 ) 

W. R., 455. > 


3958, 4262 
5104 
6121 
668 

770 

3546 

2209, 2301 

4155 

1751 

2165 

14^8 

' 2719 

166 
167 
3397 
375 

2792, 4476 
2300, 2333 
6121 

3556, 6776 
3249 

326, 4478 
1190 
3014 

3244 

3809 

1614, 3044 
811,1932 
1637,6110 
211 
4476 
2721 


19 W. R., 3 


5885 


9 W. R., 113 
12W. R,252 . 

1 W. R., 280 

2 Hay, 616 . 

15 W. R., 86 

23 W. R., 283 . 

9 W. R., 350 

6 W. R., Act X, 57 
I. L. R., 4 All., 414 

7 W. R., P. C., 66 
12W. R.,29 

4 Moore’s I. A., 392 
23 W. R., 121 

1 Hay, 483 . 

2 Mad., 171 


3315 

34 

4150 

525 

mo 

1453 

6830, 6831 
3018 
8354 

4000,4008 

6741 

4000, 4008 
2982 
510 
4136 



6B90 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Rasul Bib i Mobarik AH .... 

Ratanbai v. Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company . 

■" V. . 

Ratan Chand Shri Chand v. Hanmantrav Shivbak 
Ratan Dabee t;. Modhoosoodun Moliapator . 

Ratauji Hormaaji Edalji Hormasji 

Ratan Erisben Poddar v, Ragboo Nath Shaba 
Ratan Euar v. Jiwan Singh 
Ratanmani Dasi v. Miller 

Ratan Rai v. Hanuman Das 
Ratan Shankar Revashankar v. Giilahsliankar Lalshaii-') 

kar. 3 


Katansi Ealianji. In the matter of the petition of 
Ratan Singh v. Wazir .... 

Jiatansi Pancham v. Saunders . 

Rateeab v. Phokondcc .... 

Ratiram v, (^hiranji Lai .... 

Ratnam n. Govindarajulu 
Ratnasubbu v, Ponnappa . 

Rau Narasinga. Ex parte • 

Rautan v. Ibi-ahim Rautan . . 

■ ' ' V. Eadangot Shupan 

Ravichand Dalichand v. Moti Lai Narbheram 
Ravi Varma V. Eoman# .... 

Kavji bin Eeshav. In re 
Kavji V. Sbarangpani v. Gangadharbhat 
Ravji Narayan v. Erishnaji Lakshman 
Ravji Narayan Mandlik v. Dadaji Bapuji, Mamlatdar 
of Ratnagiri. ) 

Ravji Raghunatb v. Mahadevrav Vishvanatb 
Ravji Ranched Naik v, Vishnu Ranched Naik 
Ravji Shivram Joshi v, Ealuram 
Ravlojirav bin Tamajirav v. Balvantrav Venkatesh 
Ravlofi Tamaji v. Dholpa Raghu .... 

Rav §aheb V. N. Mandlik v, Eamaljabai Saheb Niin- ^ 
balkar. 3 

Rawlins v, Daniel ....... 

(Rawut) Urjun Singh v. (Rawut) Ghunsiam Singh 
Rayachand Amichand. Ex parte .... 

Rayacharlu v. Venkataramaniah .... 

Rayadur Nallatambi Chetti v, Rayadur Maknnda Chetti 
Jtayan Erisbnamachariyar v. Euppanayyaiigar 
Rayappa Chetti v. All Sahib ..... 

Rayappan v. Virabhadra ....... 

Raya Ragboba Eamat v. Anapurnabai kom Subalbhat . 
Rayasangji Sbivsangji v. Gulam Rasul 
Rayee Monee Dossee v. Puddnm Mookhee I leasee . 
Rayekisboree Dossee v. ‘Bonomalleo Churn My tee • 

Raye Eissory Dassee v. Nilcant Dey 
Rnye Eumul Dossee v. Jhoroo MoHah 
Ray go V. Pogose 
Raynor v. M ussoorie Bank 

• V, ■ 


Volume and 


2 B. L. R., A. C., 303, note : 
11 W. R., 186. 

7 Bom., 0. a, 120, note 

8 Bom., O. C., 130 

6 Bom., A. C., 166 
2 C. L. R., 328 . 

8 Bom., O. C., 181 

I. L. R., 8 Calc,, 287 : 10 C. 

L. R., 275. 

1. L. R., 1 All., 194 
4 B. L. R.,p. C., 63: 16 W. 

R., O. C., *18, note. 

I. L. R., 5 All., 118 

4 Bom., A. C., 173 

10 Born., 21 
I. L. R., 2 Bom., 348 
I. L. liw, 1 All., 165 
8 Bom., O. C., 159 

5 W. R., Cr., 1 . 

I. L. R.. 3 All., 579 
I. L. R., 2 Mad., 330 
I. L. R., 5 Mad., 69 ‘ 

2 Mad., 164 
I Mad., 441 

1 Mad., 112 

4 Bom., A. C., 77 
I. L. R., 5 Mad., 223 

8 Bom., Cr., 13 
I. L. R., 4 Boio., 29 

11 Bom., 139 

I. L. R., 1 Bora., 623 

2 Bom., 237 
I. L. R., 9 Bom., 241 

12 Bom., 160 
1. L. R., 5 Bom., 437 
1. L. R., 4 Bom., 123 

10 Bom., 26 • 

2 Agra, 56 . 

5 Moore’s I. A., 169 

2 Bom., 391 : 2ud Ed., 369 
4 Mad., 60 . 

3 Mad., 455 

1 Mad., 180 

2 Mad., 336 
I. L. R., 7 Mad., 630 
10 Bom., 98 

9 Bora , 286 . . 

13 W. R , 66 

10 W, R., 209 . 

20 W. R., 370 . 

15 W. R., 513 
I. L. R,, 3 Calc., 709, note 
I. L. R., 2 All., 55 
1. L. Ji., 7 All., 681 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


230 

1382 

1382 

1642 

2317 

2615, 4313 
6707 

4187, 4860 
2663 
4994 

4052, 5670 
6933 
5670 
1863 
4916 
6686 
957 
5423 
2379 
2294 
684 
2648 
3763 
1494 
800 
1952 
2378 
5397 

5502 

5591 

4664 

808 

2097, 3363 
230, 4952 

1098, 4511 

3811 

2230 

4429, 4678 
2367 
2460 

2138, 2288 
4946 
• 5285 

4855 
181 
2466 
244 
2952 
6279 
186 
6218 

832, 6966 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6691 


Name of Case, 


Eayuor Sungheer Singh 
Razabai kom ^ngoji v» Sadu bin Bhavani 
Hazeeooddeen v» Jhubboo Singh 
' V. Zeenut Bibee . 

Beade v, Krishna .... 
Keardon. In the matter of the petition of 
Heasut Ali v, Abbott 
Keasut Hossein v» Abdoollah • 


V, ' 


o, Chorwar Sing • 

< ' '■ o. Jusmunt Roy 

Reaz Ali Khan v. Government of India 
Reazooddeen v. Collector of Cuttack • 

Reazooddeen Mahomed v» Me Alpine . 

Reazoonissa v, Bookoo Chowdhrain • 

— V, Dad Ali . 

Reazoonnissa Khanum v, Doyanauth Jha 
Itebeiro v, Rebeiro .... 

Rednum Atchutaramayya o. Mahomed Amin Khan 

aUas Dada Sahib. i 

Redoy Kissen Dutt v. Ram Coomar Sen 
Reed. In the goods of • • . . • . 

— V. Gourmoney Dabee 

— V. Sreekisheu Singh ...... 

Reednath Sahoo. In the matter of the petition of > 

- — V, Gopee Sahoo . . . i 

Reedoy Kisto Muzoomdar v, Puddo Lochun Muzoomdar 
Reedoy Nath Dooripa v. Puddo Lochun Chuckerbutty . 
Reet Bhunjun Singh v. Mitturjeet Singh 
Reference by Board of Revenue 


In the matter of 


In the j 


Reference by the Chief Presidency Magistrate, 
matter of. 

Reference by Sessions J udge of Surat 
Reference from District Judge under s. 49 of the Stamp) 
Act. 1879. 5 

Reference under Stamp Act, 1879 




Column 

Volume and Page. 


of 

Digest. 

6 N. W., 211 


1363, 5431 

8 Bom., A. C., 98 . 


1469 

W. B., 1864, 76 , 


3963 

8 W. B., 463 


3723 

I. L. B., 9 Mad., 391 


3746 

8 Mad., 86 . 


3812 

12 W. R , 132 . 


2746, 8667 

L. B., 1 1. A., 72 . 


4635 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 131 : 26 W. *) 
R., 50: L. R., 3 I. A., > 
221. ) 

4764, 4849 
6116, 5126 

I. L. B., 7 Calc., 470: 
L. B.. 260. 

9 C. J 

1177 

15 W. R., 396 . 


2716 

19 W. R., 267 . 


• 3166 

10 W. R., 175 . 


1249, 3207 

22 W. R., 540 . 


6637 

12 W. R., 267 c 


1753 

8 W. R., 326 


166U 

Marsh, 638 . 


6081 

3 W. R., 63 . 


6200 

6 Mad., 272. 


3777 

3 C. L. R., 231 . 


5305 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 20 

. 

4662 

6 Moore's I. A., 490 


4641 

15 W. R., 430 . 


6177 

19 W. R., 191 . 


272 

IW.R.,12. 


354, 369 

22 W. R., 205 . 


580 

6 W. R., Mis., 81 


6477 

1. L. B., 2 AU., 664 


5846 

I. L. B., 2 AU., 664 


5845 

1. L. B., 3 All., 788 


5862 

L L. B., 6 Mad., 16 


5861 

I. L. K., 7 Mad., 166 


5858 

I,L.R.,8Calc.,254: 10 C. ^ 

5847 

L. B., 33. 

> 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 92 : 13 C. ^ 

5848 

L. R., 164. 

) 

6 C. L. R., 392 . 


985 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 352 


5606 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 18 . 


5848, 6856 

I. L. B., 6 All., 360 . 


5863 

I. L. B., 6 Mad., 18 . 


5848. 5856 

I. L. B.. 6 Mad., 394 . 


5852 

1. L. R., 7 Mad., 176 


5853 

I. L. R,, 7 Mad., 203 . 


5858 

I. L. B., 7 Mad., 209 , 


5856 

I. L. B., 7 Mad., 349 . 


6846 

L L. R., 7 Mad., 360 . 


5844 

1. L. R., 7 Mad., 386 . 


5845 

1. L. R., 7 Mad., 421 . 


5856 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 11 ■ . 


5853 

n\ 




TABLE OF CASES IE THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Eeferenoe under Stamp Act, 1879 


Beg. V. Abdul Kadar 
— — V, Acharjjs « 

V, Adivigadu . 

». Ahone Akong 

— V, Ajam Dulla . 

— - V, Aiibhai Mitha 

V. Ali valad Faker Muhammad 

— V, Amba kom Girsoji 

®. Amrita Govinda • 

■ V, Amruta Nathu 

«. Annaji valad Govindram 

— — f». Anta bin Dadoba . 

— V. Anvarkhan valad Gulkhan 

■ V. Arjun .... 

•— V, Arjun Megha . . 

— V, Arunachellam 

« ■■■ ■ V. Atmaram Vaman Bhandarkar 

• V, Auba bin Bhivrav 

— : — V, A-vji bin Naru 
V. Babaji bin Bhau • 

— V, Babji valad Bapu 

• V, Bagu valad Onwari 
— ' V. Bahirji bin Kriahnuji 

• V, Bai Batan . 

V. Bai Divale . • 

Bai Bupa . « 

V, Balapa bin Dandapa 

V, Balvant V. Pendbarkar 

— V. Bapu Parbat . * 

— t). Bapu Yadav 

— V. Bassuji Gungaram • 

> — - ». Bechar Kbushal . 

— V. Beohar Mava 

— ®. Bhagtidas Bhagvandas . 

— V. Bhagu bin Shabaji 

V. Bhaishankar Hariram . 

V, Bhaishankar Narbheram 

— V. Bhala Chula 

— • V, Bhaskar Kharkar . 

— V, Bhau bin Vithu . 

V. Bhavanishankar . 

v. Bhavanishankar Haribhai 

V, Bhikoba Vinoba • 

— V, Bhista bin Madanna 


Volume and Page. 


. I. L. B., 8 Mad.. 16 . 

. I. L. B.. 8 Mad., 87 . 

. 1. L. B., 8 Mad., 104 • 

. I. L. B., 8 Mad.. <153 . 

. I. L. R.. 8 Mad.. 632 . 

. I. L. R.. 8 Mad., 664 . 

. I. L. R., 9 Mad., 138 . 

. I. L. R., 9 .Mad.. 140 . 

. I. L. R., 9 Mad., 146 . 

. I. L. R., 9 Mad.. 358 . 

. 3 Bom., Cr., 45 . 

. I. L. R., 1 Mad., 224 , 

. I. L. B., 1 Mad., 171 . 

. 9 Bom., 356 

. 8 Bom., Cr., 115. 

• 8 Bom., Cr., 103 . 

• 5 Bom., Cr., 9 

. 4 Bom., Cr., 1 

. 10 Bom., 497 

. 7 Bom., Cr , 29 

. 1 Bom., 93 . • 

. 1 Bom., 101 . 

. 9 Bom., 172 
. 1 Bom., 87 . 

. 11 Bom , 281 

. I. L. R., 1 Mad , 164 • 

. 3 Bom., Cr., 8 

. 4 Bom., Cr., 6 . • 

. 8 Bom., Cr., 22 . • 

. 4 Bom., Cr., 16 

. 4 Bom., Cr., 5 

. 4 Bom., Cr., 34 . 

. 1 Bom., 39 . 

• 10 Bom., 166 • 

. 5 Bom., Or., 48 

. 2 Bom., 124:2nd Ed., 117 

. I. L. B., 1 Bom., 639 . 

. 11 Bom., 137 

. 7 Bom., Cr . 81 

. 11 Bom., 172 

• 7 Bom., Cr., 2 

. 5 Bom., Cr„ 43 - 

. 4 Bom., Cr., 38 . 

, 6 Bom., Or., 6l 

. 6 Bom., Cr., 47 

. 8 Bom., Cr., 18 

6 Bom., Cr., 76 • 

. 1 Bom., 17 . • 

. 3 Bom., Cr., 1 

. 3 Bom., Cr., 63 . 

• 11 Bom., 3 . 

. 5 Bom., Cr., 65 . • 

. 4 Bom., Or., 9 • • 

. 1. L. R., 1 Bom., 308 . 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


5844 

5844 
6860 
mi 

5845 

305, 5852 
5854 
5863 
6860 
5860 
1961 
1338 
2911 
2911 
708, 6597 
1007 
713 
5162 

( 16. 1010 
i 1022.5579 
1313 
4119 

. 2582, 2584 

. 5554 

. 1961, 5554 
. 1289, 5152 

. . 4376 

. 3630 

. 1047 

1241 

. 1256, 5161 

6190 

. 965, 3612 

6561 
1010 
966 

J 149, 687 
( 2229 

1297 

. 1005, 6167 

7J4 
1222 
619 
5567 
2910 

. 609, 4368 

3618 
262 
1789 
2581 

( 268, 4723 

i 6002 

4363 

2008 

709 

612 

6874 


TABLE OF €ASE& IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Keg. V, Budhu Nanku 

— Byha valad Suqim 

t>. Cassidy . • 

— ^ V, Chan(i Nur . 

V. Changia valad Shumia 

V. Chanviova . 

— Chenappa valad Nagappa 

— — V. Chill . • 

V, Chima 

p. Chouthmal Lachiram 

— p. Connon 

— ^ p. Dalpatram Pemabhai 
— p. Dalsukrain Haribhai 

— — V, Damo Dhar Dalji . 

p. Damodhar Ram Chandra 

p. Daya Anand 

— ^ Dayabhai Parjaiam 

p. Dayal Jairaj • 

p. Dayaiji Endarji . 

— p, Deva Dayal • • 

— t>. Devama • • 

p, Devsanvat bin Shivram San vat 

— p, Dhauia Daji 

p» Dhavmaya valad Sangapa 

— p, Dhondu Ramchandra 

— p. Dbori Kullan 
- — p. Diaz . 

p. Dip Chaud Khushal 

p, Dixon . 

— p. Dod Basaya . • 

•— p, Donofthue . 

— V. Dorabji Balabhai. In the matter of 
« — — p, Dossa Sera . 

p, Durgaram Madhavram 

— - p. Durwan Geer 

p. Dwarka Nauth Diitt 

V. Elmstono 

^ p, Fattechand Vastachand 

p. Gaji kom Ranu 
p. Ganga kom Mhaisu 

— p, Gangaram Malji . 

V. Gania bin Bapu 

— p. Ganoji bin Pandji 

— p, Gann Bapu . 

■ * p, Gann bin Dharoji 
— t>, Ganu bin Krishna Qurav 

— p. Ganu bin Tatia Selar 

• t>. Ganu Ladu . 

— • p, Ganu valad Ramchandra 



I. L. R., 1 Bom., 4'76 

I Bom., 91 . • 

4 Bom., O., 17 . 

II Bom., 240 

7 Bom., Cr., 68 . 

1 Bom., 4 • • 

5 Bom., Cr., 44 • 

8 Bom., Cr., 92 • 

8 Bom., Cr., 164 . 

11 Bom., 144 

6 Bom., Cr., 15 . 

0 Bom., Cr., 105 . 

2 Bom., 407 : 2nd £d., 384 

1 Bom., 181 . • 

6 Bom., Cr-, 68 . 

11 Bom., 44 • 

I Bom., 140 • 

3 Bom., Cr., 20 . 

8 Bom., Cr., 21 . 

II Bom., 287 

I.L. R.,1 Bom.,64 

3 Bom., Cr., 34 • 

5 Bom., Cr., 69 . 

8 Bom., Cr., 12 . 

5 Bom., Cr., 100 . • 

9 Bom., 166 

3 Bom., Cr., 61 

4 Bom., Cr., 30 • • 

6 Bora., Cr., 14 . 

11 Boin., 13 . 

6 Mad., 277 . . 

11 Bom., 117 . .• 

1 Bom., 139 • 

7 Bom., Cr., 65 

lind. Jur.,N.S., 253 : 6 W. 
R., Cr., 73. 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 67 : 7 W. 
R , Cr., 1'6. 

7 Bom., Cr., 89 

5 Bom., Cr.i 85 . • 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 31i‘ . 

6 Bom., Cr , 13 . 

6 Bom., Cr., 43 • • 

3 Bom., Cr,, 50 • . 

6 Bom., Cr., 49 . • 

2 Bom., 422 : 2nd Ed., 398 

6 Bom., Cr., 57 • . 

4 Bom., Cr., 25 

5 Bom., Cr., 38 

2 Bom., 132 : 2nd Ed., 126 
4 Bom., Cr., 3 


343 

554^3,6263 

453, 707 
1153 
6190 
5566 
5568 
2105 

15, 451 
1805 
1220 
1668 
4!732 

2785. 4110 
4360 
6189 

1963. 6156 
1010 
736 

2922, 3097 
1967 
3011 

984; 1221 
4751 
1155 
4374 
3624 
966 
4359 
1155 
3612 
3607 
5549 
2104 
251 
290r 
1987 

4058 

460 

4120 

123, 720, 964 

5165, 5164 

6166; 6267 
»T318 
3626 
711 
3626 
1975 

1800; 4920 
5153 

1 28.724 
5150 
5518 

5549:6572 

5162 


6694 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 





Column 

Name of Case. 

Volume and Page. 

of 




Digest. 

Beg. V, Gapau kom Kusaji 


1 Bom., 92 • 

1955 

— V, Garbad Bechar 


9 Bom., 344 

1007 

V, Gazi kom Aba Dore 


7 Bom., Cr., 83 . 

4358 

— ^ V. Genu bin Aku 


5 Bom., Or., 83 • 

6191 

— V. Girdhar Dbaramdas 


6 Bom., Cr., 33 . 

1259, 5601 

— V. Goluck Doss . 


1 Hyde, 282 

1989 

— V. Gopal Laksbuman . 


6 Bom., Cr., 25 

6602 

— V, Govinda 


I. L. R., 1 Bom., 342 . 

1334 

— • V. Govinda bin Babaji 


5Bom., Cr , 15 

3604, 5602 

V. Govindas Haridas . 


6 Bom., Cr., 76 

714 

V. Govind Babli Raul . 


11 Bom., 278 

1020 

V, Gregory 


1 Ind. Jur., N* S., 423 . 

1950 

■ V, Gulabdas Kuberdaa 


11 Bom., 99 

1317 

V, Gulam Abas . 


12 Bom., 147 

5550 

— V, Guna bin Regnak . 


3 Bom., Cr., 29 . 

3619 

V. Gurningapa • 


7 Bom., Cr., 58 

960 

— — V, Hanmauta . 


I. L. R., 1 Bom., 610 . 

5994 

V, Hanmant Gavda . 


I. L. R., 1 Bom., 228 . 

1220 

* w. Hanmapa bin Malapa 


7 Bom,, Cr., 37 

5546 

— V, Hargovandas 


9 Bom., 448 

736, 5945 

V, Hari bin Vithoji . 


1 Bom., 139 

5600 

V. Harishankar Fukirbliat 


2 Bom., 136 : 2nd Ed , 130 

5881 

— • V. Hart . 


1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 333 . 

4238 

V. Hau Nagji . 


7 Bom., Cr., 74 . 

2029 . 

V, Jlira Jiva . 


7 Bom., Cr., 59 . 

3626 

— V. Hira Punja . 


1 Bom., 33 . 

2623 

V. Hossein J an 


2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 190 . 

1989 

V, Imam valad Baban 


3 Bom., Cr., 57 

23 

— V, Irapa bin Basapa . 


8 Bom., Cr., 162 . 

4726, 4733 

— V, Jafar Ali , , 


8 Bom., Cr., 113 . 

969, 6182 

— v.JafferNaik , 


2 Bom., 133 : 2nd Ed., 127 

1256 

V. Jagunnath Bhat bin Appa Bhat 

5 Boro., Or., 103 . . 

1153 

— V, Jaili Bhavin . 


6 Bom., Cr., 60 • 

4376 

— V, Jaimal Shravan . 


10 Bom., 69 

1047 

— V. Jeetaram Shaw 


1 Ind Jur., N. S , 404 . 

706 

V, Jellapa bin Mudakappa 


1 Bom., 181 • . 

958 

— V. Jetba Bhala . 


10 Bom., 68 

986 

V, Jetha Moti • 


2 Bom., 135:2nd Ed., 129 

5821 

—— V. Jethya valad Vestya 


9 Bom., 171 

101 

V. Jibhai Vaja • • 


11 Bom., 11 

4114 

V, Jivanji Limji . 


6 Bom., Cr., 1 

4726, 4731 

— • V, Jivan Usman , 


3 Bom., Cr., 12 . 

254, 3625 

— • V. Joma bin Balu 


4 Bom., Cr., 37 . • 

1162, 5647 

— ™ V, «lora Hasji . 


11 Bom., 242 . • 

1809 

V, Joti bin Satu 


1 Bom., 37 . 

5821 

— V, Justices of the Peace for 

Calcutta 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S , 293 . 

691 

— V. 


2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 24 , 

3783 

— V, Kabhai Kava Bhai 


5 Born., Cr., 40 • 

707 

— V, Kadir valad Balu . 


7 Bom., Cr., 50 . • 

1802 

— V, Kala bin Hari Gama 


7 Bom., Cr., 72 . 

3620 

V, Kala Karsan 


6 Bom., Cr., 55 . 

399 

V, Kalidas Keval 


5 Bom., Cr., 10 • • 

3624 

Kalla Lakhmaji . 


2 Bom., 419 : 2nd Ed., 395 

1800. 4920 
5153 

“ V, Kalubhai Meghabhai 


7 Bom., Cr., 35 . 

26(» 

“ V. Kalu Patil . 


11 Bom., 146 . • 

1019,6272 

V. Kalya bin Fakir . 


5 Bom., Cr., 34 . 

4353 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 




Volume and Page. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 

Reg. V. Kandakora .... 




I. L. R., 1 Mad,, 223 . 

3627 

V, Karsan Goja . • 




2 Bom., 124 ; 2nd Ed., 117 . 

587, 2229 

— V. Kai’Hanlal Danatram 




5 Bom., Cr., 20 . 

6259 

— v, KaHamji .... 




6 Bom., Cr., 6 . , . 

3623 

— — V. Kashinath Bachaji Bagul 




8 Bom., Cr., 168 . 

i 

1511 

160, 1004 
1221,1264 

V. Kashinath Dinkar 

• 

• 

• 

8 Bom., Cr., 126 . . < 

4364, 4632 
4621.6623 
6249 

V, Kashya Rama 




8 Bom., Cr., 63 . 

2898 

V, Kassamia .... 




1 Bom., 100 

3626 

■ V, Kastya Rama . . . 




8 Bom., Cr., 63 . 

3866, 4121 

— «. Kasya hin Ravji . 




6 Bom., Cr., 35 . 

6995 

V. Katunji Bhukan . . • 




1 Bora., 17 . 

3604 

■ — v. Keru hin Ramsbet . 




6 Bom., Cr,, 100 . 

619 

V. Keshavshet .... 




6Bom., Cr., 74 

6601 

— V, Khanderav Bajirav 




I. L. R., 1 Bom ,10 

6164 

V. Khandoji bin Tanaji 




6 Bom., Cr., 21 . 

4363 

— V. Khatabai .... 




6 Bom., Cr., 9 . . . 

6993 

— V, Khoda Jagta 




1 Bom., 137 . . 

713 

V. Khushal Hiraraan 




4 Bom., Cr., 28 . 

2007, 6691 

V. Kikabhai Parbadas 




9 Bom., 461 

7(79 

V, Kriahnaji Bapuji Gaikavad 




3 Bom., Cr., 39 . 

5543 

V. Krishna Parashram 




6 Bom., Cr., 69 • 

3615 

V, Krishnashet bin Narayanshet . 




5 Bom., Cr., 46 . 

3773 

V, Kuberio Ratno 




4 Bom., Cr., 8 . . • 

3619 

V, Kusa valad Lakahman . 




7 Bom., Cr., 70 . 

6189. 6190 

V. Kushya bin Yesu 




4 Bom., Cr., 11 . 

5570 

V, Ladu ..... 




7 Bom., Cr., 87 . 

5518, 6666 

— V, Lakhu valad Sakru 




8 Bom., Cr., 118 . 

3626 

V, Lakhya Govind . . 




I. L. R., 1 Bom., 50 

2907 

" — V, Lakshman Balaji , 




3 Bom., Cr., 10 . 

3630 

V, Lakshuman Ram Chandra 




3 Bom., Cr., 56 . 

2922 

— V. Lala Shambhu • . 




10 Bom., 70 . . • 

3611 

" V. Lalluhhai tiassubhai 




5 Bom., Cr., 64 . 

4718 

V, Lallu Karwar • 




5 Bora,, Cr., 63 . 

1990 

V. Lalubhai Gopaldas 




I. L. R., 1 Bom., 232 . 

2921 

— “ V. Larkins .... 




4 Bom., Cr., 30 . 

966 

— V. Lingana bin Ginbana 




4 Bom., Cr., 14 . 

3865 

V. Looba Kala 




I. L. R., 1 Bom., 340 . 

6182 

V, Lukbma Chango . 




9 Bom., 163 

619 

— V, Mahipya valad Bomya Mabar 




5 Bom., Cr., 99 . • 

6182 

■ V, Malapa bin Kapana 




11 Bom., 196 

1603 

V. Malhari bin Shivji 




3 Bom., Cr., 41 . • 

1986 

V, Malhari Lauji 




6 Bom., Cr., 45 . . . • 

1 254 

V. Malbarji bin Naulqji 




3 Bom., Cr., 36 . 

3624 

V. Malbar Ram Chandra . 




7 Bom., Cr., 64 . 

1973,6521 

17. Mangla Bhulia 




7 Bom., Cr., 69 . 

3616 

17. Mailikram Surajram 




11 Bom., 231 

2680 

17. Manobar Raiji . . 

• 



5 Bom., Cr., 17 . » . 

149 

17. Mansang Bbavsang 

» 



10 Bom., 74 

6497 

— 17. Maruti Uada 

• 



I. L. R., 1 Bom., 15 

15 

— — 17. Mathur Purshotam 




4 Bom., Cr., 13 . 

8626 

17. Mavji DayaJ 




5 Bom., Cr., 10 . 

3624 

17. Mehervanji Bejanji 




6 Bom., Cr., 6 . . . 

735, 1326 

17. Mehtarji Gopalji . 




7 Bom., Cr., 67 . • 

5146 



TABLP OP QkSm IN THE Dia^ST. 


Name of Casie. 


Beg. V. Mija valad Daud 
p» Moroba Bba^kaiji 

— V. Muhammad Ali valad Abdul AU 
V, Muhammad Khan valad Imam Khan 

— v» Mubammad Saib • « • « 

V, Muli^ra Nana .... 

V, Murar Trikam . . . • 

— V, Mnthavan . - • . . 

“ f). Nabaji valad Vithoji 

-r- V, Nana Moroji .... 

V. Nantamram Uttamram . 

-r— V, Narainap^ Comte 
V, Narajan Babaji .... 

— V, Narayan Gangaram 

— V. Narayan Krishna 

— • V, Narayan Sundar .... 

V, Naro Gopal .... 

— - V. Natha Kalyan «... 

■ — V, Natha Lalla .... 
V, Nathalal Pitambar 

— V, Natha Mula .... 
— — V, Navranbeg Dulabeg 

— Navroji Dadabhai 

— V, Nevalmal valad Umedmal , . 

— v» Omrito Nauth Jha . . ♦ 

— Padala Yenkatasami « 

—— V. Pandu bin Vithoji . , . 

— V, Pandurang Mayral . . . 

— V, Papidio Muthdo .... 

■ V. Parbat ..... 

— V, Parbhudass Ambaram . 

V, Parsapa Mahadevapa • 

- — V* Parsbram Kesbav 

— V, Pestanji Dinsba .... 

— V, Pevadi bin Bassappa 

—— r. Pirtal ..... 

— i>. Poshu bin Dhambaji Patil . 

— V, Prabhakar N. Soman . , 

— r V, Prema Bhika .... 

— V, Premji Bhagvan , . , , 

— V, Purshotam Valji . . . , 

V, Pyla Atchi .... 

— V, Bagha Naraiyi .... 

— Baghoji bin Kanoji 

V, Rahimat ..... 

V. Rama Bhivgowda 

V. Hama bin Gopal .... 

V. Kama bin Raohaji 

V. Ramajirav Jivbajirav . 




Oolnmn 

Volame and Pago. 


of 

Digest. 

6 Bom., Cr., 10 


724 

8 Bom., Cr., 101 . 


1269, 2778 

8 Bom., Cr., 9 • . 


6189 

6 Bom., Cr., 54 


5518 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., ?77 . 


5567 

5 Bom., Cr., 24 


6600 

5 Bom., Cr., 3 

i 

1154, 5553 
5602 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 191 . 


985 

4 Bom., Cr., 2 


5162 

8 Bom., Cr., 1 


2028, 6183 

6 Bom., Cr., 64 


256, 4691 

6 Bom., Cr., 39 


1044 

9 Bom., 346 . • 


6277 

9 Bom., 343 


396. 3625 

2 Bom., 416 : 2nd Ed., 392 


3864 

6 Bom., Cr., 1 


2029. 6250 

6 Bom., Cr., 66 


2011, 6167 

8 Bom., Cr.. 11 . 


5993 

6 Bom.. Cr., 67 . 


4371 

10 Bom., 102 t . 


691, 4532 

4 Bom., Cr., 37 • . 


1990 

10 Bom., 73 . . 


1317 

9 Bom., 358 

i 

1005, 1852 
3098 

3 Bom., Cr., 16 


1957 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 399 ; 6 W.) 

4490, 4494 

R., Cr„ 61. 


4600 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 4 


2015 

4 Bom., Or., 7 • 


1047 

5 Bom., Cr., 41 . • 


1532 

9 Bom., 167 . • 


3613 

7 Bom., Cr., 82 


399 

11 Bom., 90 


1833 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 339 . 


1318 

7 Bom., Cr., 61 . 


5512, 5529 

10 Bom., 76 

i 

18, 286 
722. 3098 

2 Bom., 421 : 2nd Ed., 397 

[ 

1800, 4920 
5153 

10 Bom., 356 


2906 

2 Bom., 134: 2nd £d., 128 


1671, 4358 

8 Bom., Cr., 11 


3624 

1 Bom., 89 • • . 


1970 

10 Bom., 295 


1220 

5 Bom., Cr., 33 

s 

1043, 4363 
4690 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 278 • 


5496 

7 Bom., Cr., 31 . 


4622 

3 Bom., Cr., 42 . , 


4i354, 5161 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 147 • 


986 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 223 . 


5550 

1 Bom., 107 


2701, 4711 

1 Bom., 34 • 


5565 

12 Bom., 1 . . • 

i 


736, 1153 
1317, 1971 


4691 



TABLfi OF CASKS Ilf TUB DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pag'c. 


Chavan 


Rejr. V. Ramasami Padayachi . 
IK Ram Chandra Ekuath . 

— V, Ramcomul Mitter 

V, Ramdaa Samaldaa • 

— V. Bamji valad Daji 

V. Ramlojerio 

V, Ramswami Mudliar 

Ranchoddas Nathnbhai 

— ' V. Ranchhod Pyal • 

V. Rataiirav bin Mabadevrav 

— V. Rattan ji Bbukan 

— V. Ravji valad 'l'aju| 

V Ravlojirav bin Hanmantrt 

V. Reay 


• V. Remedioa .... 

• <7. Sada Shibappa Panduranff Gappa 

• V. Sadu Dadabbai 

■ V. Sadu valad Pavadi 

• V. Sajjan valad Vithu 
V. Sakharam Anatoba 

■ V, Sakharam Manohar 

». Sakharam Mukundji 

f>. Sakya valad Kavji 
V. Sambbu Raghu 
V. Samia Kaundan • « 

• V. Samsen Babaji . . , 

■ V, Sangapa bin Basbiapa . 

• V, Sankar Bbagvat . * 

• V. Santu bin Lakbappa Kore 
' V. Sardar Pathu 

V, Shankar Abaji Hosbing 
V. Shankar Venkaji « 

V. Shipping Master of Calcutta . 

V. Shivbasapa .... 
o. Shivya . • . . 

V, Showdar Gbenar . 

tj. Siddu bin Balnatb . , 

V, Subbana bin Gaim 

V, Subi Sani .... 

V. Surkya valad Dbakn 
V. Surya bin Krishna Mandavkar 
Tai ..... 

V. Thaku bin Ira • 

V. Thomesit .... 
t>. Timmi .... 

V, Tookia .... 

V. Tribhuvan Isbwar 
V. Tukaram Rngbo . 

V. Tukaya bin Tamana 
V. Tunga Tuka 

V. Ukha Sau .... 

V. Umtba Rugnath . 

V, Uttamchand Kapurchand ! 

V. Vabala Jetha 


1. L. R., 1 Mad., 394 . 

« Bom., Cr., 36 . 

1 Hyde, 195 

12 Bom., 217 

5 Bom., Cr., 12 . 

6 Bom., Cr., 27 . 

6 Bom., Cr., 47 . 

4 Bom., Cr., 36 

10 Bom., 424 

3 Bom., Cr., 32 . 

1 Bom., 17 

8 Bora., Cr., 37 . 

5 Bom., Cr., 7 

7 Bom., Cr., 6 . 

7 Bom., Cr., 77 . 

3 Bom., Cr., 69 . 

6 Bom., Cr., 29 . 

9 Bom., 166 

3 Bom., Cr., .39 . 

6 Bom., Cr., 104 . • 

I 10 Bom., 109, note 

11 Bom., 125 

11 Bom., 166 • 

6 Bom., Cr., 36 

1. L. R., 1 Bom., 347 
I, L. R., 1 Mad., 173 . 

3 Bom., Cr., 43 . 

7 Bora., Cr., 76 . 

2 Bom., 417 : 2nd Ed., 394 

6 Bom., Cr., 45 

1 Bom., 38 . • 

6 Bom., Cr., 69 • 

3 Bom., Cr., 15 

1 Ind. Jur.,]Sl. S., 371 . 

7 Bom., Cr., 73 . • 

I. L. R., I Bom., 219 . 

7 Bom., Cr., 39 

1 Bora., 95 . 

9 Bom., 169 

8 Bom., Cr., 28 

5 Bom., Cr., 31 , 

3 Bom., Cr., 38 
8 Bora., Cr., 24 . 

5 Bom., Cr,, 81 • 

5 Boro., Cr., 22 . 

2 Bom., 131 : 2nd £d., 125 

I Bom., 3 . 

3 Bom., Cr., 64 . 

12 Bom., 234 

I. L. R., 1 Bora., 214 . 

6 Bom., Cr., 14 . 

7 Bom., Cr., 88 

6 Bom., Cr., 8 

II Bom., 120 

7 Bom., Cr., 56 


24 
4099 
. . 1792 

( 690, 5888 

I 6025 
958 
984 

263, 5152 
6602 
1317 
5563 
1220 

1806, 1965 
8630 
2902 
285 
4239 
966 

8626, 5697 
36:^6 
5831 
691 
6160 

( 1882,5152 
I 6269 
5670 
586 
2938 
955. 
6568 
1950 
5568 
1043 
6028 
259 
3812 

966, 6601 
1011 
4217 
713 
8621 
6519 
6183 
6190 
6616 
5168 
*5601 
1788, 1801 
3623 
3630 
3618 
5564 
9624 
625 
2621 
1808 

1007, 3606 


66 ^ 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 

Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 



Dlgcat. 

Beg. V, Vakhatchand 

1 Bom., 60 • 


4317 

V, Vakta valad Lakhu 

9 Bom., 164 


660 

1 ^. Yenkaji Bhaskar 

8 Bom., Cr., 19 . 

, 

1044 

— V, Yenku Barsa 

9 Bom., 170 

, 

6604 

v, Yinayak Divakar 

8 Bom., Cr., 32 . 


6529.3 

“ V, Yinayak Trimbak 

2 Bom., 414 : 2nd Ed., 

391 

1267, 65 

— V, Yiiji Kuvaiji 
V, Yishvanath Daulatrav , 

2 Bom., 136 : 2nd Ed., 

m 

6821 

4 Bom., Cr., 33 

, 

2796 

— Yithaldas Pranjivandas 

I. L. K., 1 Bom., 462 

• 

2921 

— V. Yitbal Laksbumaii 

6 Bom., Cr., 13 . 

, 

9t>6 

n. Yithoba bin Soma 

6 Bom., Cr., 61 

, 

6669 


2 Bom., 422 : 2nd Ed., 

398 

1800, 4920 
6153 

— r. Yithu bin Mallu 

6 Bom., Cr., 36 . 

, 

3630 

— V, Yyankatrav Shrinivas . 

7 Bom., Cr., 60 . 

. 

2762, 3603 
4358, 4626 

17. Yyankatsvami ..... 

2 Bom., 112 : 2nd Ed., 

106 

260, 6906 
6991 

17. Wells 

7 Bom., Cr., 1 


2905 

— 17 , Yed Ali Khan ..... 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 424 


3097 

17 . Yella valad Parsbia .... 

3 Bom., Cr., 37 . 


6191 

— 17. Yenkn Bapnji .... 

8 Bom., Cr., 39 . 


3624, 5298 

— 17 , Y essappa bin Ningappa 

6 Bom., Cr., 41 


955 

17 . Zora Karubeg ..... 

4 Bom., Cr., 12 


6549 

Beg. on the prosecution of Shallard v. Watkins 

2 Mad., 444 


2904 

Beg. on the prosecution of Toolseedas Nundy v. East 
Indian Bailway Company. 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 244 

• 

3783 

Beg, on the prosecution of Toolseedoss Nundy v. East^ 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 

258: } 


^Indian Railway Company. 

Bourke, 0. C., 396. 



Begistration Act, 1866. In the matter of . 

2 B. L. R., O. C., 151 : 
R., 0. a, 24. 

11 W. } 

4767 


3B. L. R., 0. C., 60: 

12 W. 1 

4800 


R., 386, note. 

3 


6 B. L. R., 676 . 

• • 

4764 

Begistration Act, 1871. 

11 B. L. R., 20 . 

• • 

4797 

Beid 17 . Scott Thomson & Co. 

2 Hyde, 172 ' . 


3792 

Beily v. Bamasoonduree Dossee 

26 W. R., 398 . 


4166 

— 17 . Hur Chnnder Ghose 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 722 : 
L. R., 398. 

12 C.^ 

) 

1174,6309 

— 17 . Judoo Nath Ghuttuck . • 

25 W. R., 176 . 


646 

Bemfry v, DePenning , 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 929 


6904 


I. L. R., 1 Calc., 130 


4072 

Bennie i7. Gunganarain Chowdhry 

3 W. R., 10 


3849, 6134 

Beotee Singh v, Bamjeet 

2 N. W., 60 


2201 

Bethbunjun Singh i7. Mittuijeet Singh 

4 W. B., Mis., 9 . 


6455 

Betoo Raj Pandey v. Lalljee Pandey 

24 W. R, 399 . 


2484 

Bevji Patil v, Sakharam . 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 616 


4337 

Bewa Mahton v. Bam Kisheo Singh • 

L.B., 13 I. A., 106: I. 
14 Calc., 18. 

Ti. R., j 

6623 

Bei^al Mahton v, Penum Mundar 

22 W. R., 9 


1435 

Bewunpersad v. Badha Beeby • 

7 W. R., P. C., 36 : 4 Moore’s 1 
I. A.. 137. i 

2602,2645 

Bewun Pershad v. Jankee Pershad 

11 Moore’s I. A., 25 

• • 

2748 

Bewut Konwur v, Omrao Bahadoor Singh 

21 W. R., 148 . 

• • 

1879 

Beza Ali v. Bhiknn Khan 

7 W. R., 334 

, * 

4814 


6 B. L. B., Ap., f4: 14 W.} 
R., 474. j 

4400 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Bezaooddeen H ossein v, Euzloonissa . 

Bezza H ossein v. Ifutoonnissa . 

Bhidoj Krishna Ghose v, Kailas Chandra Bose 

Bhidoy Kristo Mestri v. Nobin Chunder Sen 
Biasat Ali alia* Babu Miya alias Bodiuzzuma. 

the matter of the petition of. 

Biayatullah Khan v, Nasir Khan • 

Biaznnissa v, Tekun Jha • 

Bibban v» Partab Sin^h • • 

Bichardson v. Government 
Kicks. In the matter of . . • 

Bidai Nath Sandyal v. Is war Chandra Saha 
Kidhiiath Sahoy v, Gopee Sahoo 
Kij'ordy v. Smith . • • • 

Kindamma v, Venkataramappa 
Bitchie, Stewart, & Co., v. Gladstone, 

Co. 

Bitchie v. Stokes .... 

Bitooraj v, Oojagur Singh . 

Eittoo Baj Rae v. Juggeshur Rae 

Rivett-Carnac (Administrator General, Bombay) 
Jivibai, 

Bobarts v. Harrison .... 

Robert v, Jaquehim .... 

— V. Lombard ..... 

Robert and Charriol v. Isaac 
■ ■ — ■ V, Nobinmoney Dossee 

- — V, Shircore . • 

Robertson, Gladstone, & Co. v. Kastnrymull 
Robertson’s case. In the matter of Act XIX of 1857 
Robinson. In the matter of . . 

Robinson n. Ayya Krisbnama Chariyar 
Robson V. Maseyk .... 

Bochia Mohato. In the matter of the petition of . 

Rodeshwar v, Manroop Koer 
Rodh Mai v. Ram Harakh 
Roe V, Roe . . • • . 

Rogers v, Montriou 




6 W. R., Mis., 12 

2 Hay, 564 

4 B. L. R., P. B., 82 : 18 
R., F. B., 3. 

12 C. L., R., 457 . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 352: 

R.. 572. 

1. L. R., 6 All., 616 
1 B. L. R., S. N., 18 : 

R., 246. 

I. L. R., 6 All., 81 
1 W. R., P. C.. 47 

3 Mad., 151 

4 B. L. R., Ap., 57, note 
14 W. K.. yO 

I Ind. Jur., N. S., 290 . 
3 Mad., 268 


8C. 


10 


W.^ 

> 

■‘i 

w.‘ 


i 


Wjllie, j ^ Q g ^ 125 




■ V, Rajendro Dutt . 


Rogho Nundun Lall v. Mohesh Lall • 

Boghoobuns Tewaree v, Shib Dutt 
Boghoobun Tewaree v. Bishen Dutt Dobey • 
Boghooburdyal Mundur v, Christian . 

Roghoonath Dos v, Alladeen Pattnck 

' . , ^ „ ^8 V , 

Roghoonath Doss Mohapattur v, Bydonath Doss 
Maharatha. 

Roghoonath Mundnl v. Juggut Bundhoo Bose 

Roghoonath Singh v. Mohun Lai Mitter . • 

Roghoo Nundun Lall Sahoo v, Bunwaree Lall Sahoo 


2 Mad., 255 

15 W. R., 227 . 

1 N. W., Pt. II, p. 40 : Ed. ) 

1873, 98. i 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 478 . 

I.L. R.,7 Calc., 333: 9 C.) 

L. R., 209. > 

Bourke, O. C., 112 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 192 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 20 
Bourke, O. C., 92 

7 B. L. R., 510 . 

3 B. L. R., O. C., 103 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 180 

2 Ind Jur., N. S , 273 

7 Mad., 37 . 

3 W. R., Mis., 2 . 

I. L. R., 7Calo.,42:8C. L.1 

R., 273. ) 

L. R., 13 I. A., 20 
I. L. R., 7 AIL, 711 . 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 9 
6B.L. R., 550 . 

2 W. R., P. C., 51 : 8 Moore's ) 

1. A., 103. j 

3 C. L. R., 137 . 

4 W. R., Act X, 48 

2 W. R., Act X, 92 

3 W. R., 123 
5W. R., 9 . 

8 W. R., 201 

14 W. R., 364 . 

I. L. R.,7 Calc., 214 : 8 C. L.l 
R., 393. j 

7 W. R., 296 
3 W. R., Mis., 27 


5618 

3650 

572 

4128 

452,2015 

4879 

1615 

2864 

4650 

2656 

43(Xl 

227 

3787 

2316 

4676 

132 

245 

536, 541 
2504 

3456 

5276 

3101,3197 

1389 

425 

5839 

1055, 1071 
3146 
2633 
4578 
4465 

722, 1838 
2922 

1199, 1506 
3951 
1547 
3199 

1354, 4634 
5880 
5927 
1629 
1619 
4598 
1924 
1144 

292,3245 

6004 

6728 

366 



0700 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Cane. 


Volnmc and Pagre. 


Column 

of 

DifircBt. 


Roghooram Biswas v. Ram Chunder Dobey . 
Roghnni Singh v» Empress 

Rohan Singh v, Surat Singh . 

Rohee Lall v. Dindyal Lall 

Roheemolla v. Palmer .... 

Rohilkhand and Eumaon Dank v. Row 

Rohima Bye v. Mahomed Hadjee Joosub 

Rohimoni Dabi v, Zamiruddin 
Rohimoonissa v, Abdooliah Khan • 
Rohimusissa Begum w. Mohamed Mirza 
Rohimunnissa v. Leakut Ali Khan . 

Rohinee Debia v, Digambur Chatterjee 

' V. Shib Chunder Chatterjee . 

Rohinee Kant Roy v, Tripoora Soonduree* Dassia 
Rohini Chowdhrain v, Kishen Gobind Dass 

Rohini Kant Ghose v, Mahabharat Nag 
Rohini Nandan Gossain v. Ratneswar Kundu 
Rohini Nundun Mitter v, Bhogoban Chunder Roy 


W. R., r. B., 127 : B. L. R.,*) 
Sup. Vol., .34. } 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 455: lie.) 
L. R., 669. ) 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 318 : L. R., ) 
12 I. A., 26. 3 

21 W. R., 257 - . . 

Cor., 8 . • . . 

Cor., 133 ... . 

I. L. R., 6 All, 468 

I. L. B., 7 All, 490 

13 B. L. R., 91 : 21 W. R., ^ 

303. > 

8 C. L. R., 597 

22 W. R., 319 

10 C. L. R.. 103 

22 W. R., 606 

23 W. R., 422 

15 W. R., 558 

8 W. R.,45 

4 C. L. R., 126 

8B.L.R., 514, note: 10 W. i 
U.. 258. J 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 89, note : 15 ) 
W. R., 346. 3 

14 B. L. R., 144, note : 22 
W. R., 164. 


Rohoman Sirkar. In the matter of the petition of 

Roikunt Nath Kundu v. Lukhnn Majhi 
Roioni Kant Bhoomick. In the matter of . 

Rollo V. Smith ...... 

Romanath Bal v. Behari Bag Bagdi . 

Romanath Banerjee. In the matter of the petition of 
Romanath Dutt v. Joy Kishen Mookerjee • 

Romanath Jha v. Luchimput Singh . 

Romanath Rakheet v. Dhookee Sham Bhooya 
Romanath Roy Chowdry v. Kally Proshad Roy Chowdhiy 


Roma Nath Thakoor v, Chunder Narain Ohowdhry 

\ 

Romanauth Gossain s case ..... 
Roma Prosad Roy v, Shorup Paramanick 
Roma Prosnnno Singhee v. Boykanto Nath Ghosal 
Romesh Chunder Banerjee ii, Jadub Chnnder Chatterjee 
Romesh Chunder Dutt v. Gooroo Doss Nundee 
Romon Audheekaree. In the matter of • 


Bongai v. Empress 

Roocha Ram Misr v, Naga Doss 

Roodro Narain Roy v. Nittyaiiund Doss 
Roodurmnn Misser v, Damoodur Misser 
Roodurnarain Roy v, Coomar narain Patnaik 
Rook Begum v. Walagowhnr Shah . 

Rooke V. Pyari Lai .... 
Rookhini Kant Roy v. Sharikatunissa Bibi 


10 B. L. R., Ap., 4: 18 W 
R., Cr., 67. 

9 C. L. R.. 425 
13 W. R., Cr , 24 

1 B. L. R., O. a, 10 
13 C. L. R., 303 
26 W. R., Cr., 69 
6 W. R., Act X, 80 
19 W. R.,418 

11 W. B., 510 
18 W. R., 346 
Marsh., 136: W. R., F. B.,! 

46 : 1 Ind. Jur., O. S. 44. ) 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 296 
I. L. R., 8 Calc., 712 

3 C. L. R., 604 . 

6 W. R., Civ. Ref., U 
W. R., 1864, 204 

10 W. R., Cr., 37 

1. L. B., 9 Calc., 613: 12 C.) 

L. R., 600. ) 

2 N. W., 92 . 

8 W. R., 195 
1 Hay, 365 . 

13 W. R., 320 

3 W. R., 187 
3 B. L. R., Ap., 43 : 11 W. *1 

R., 434. ] 

13 B. L. R., 246, note: 20 > 

W. R., 64. i 


5682 

6266,6267 

4227 

1783, 6769 
6276 
666 
889 
3760 

213, 2822 
4713 
316 
4806 
6810 
2604 

158, 2343 
4765 
6286 
273, 286 

6690 

2973 

3627 

5946 

1846 

344, 5643 
3761, 3853 
976 

3866, 6911 
1636 
3611 
3810 
1747 

44 


936 

686 

1900 

6463 

1682 

2624 

265, 5167 

56, 692 
1617 
1919 
6262 
1202 
3633 

2796, 2844 
6114 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Koolclio t7, Madho Dosr 

Rookminee v. Choonee Lai • • • • 

Rookminee Koer v. Ram Tobnl Roy . 

Kookmin Kooer v, Bnkshee .... 

Rookminy Bullub Roy v, Mulk Jamania Begura . 

Rookmonee Debia v, Krisbno Cburn Misser 
Rook nee Kant Chowdhry v. Nund Ball (Jbowdbry 
Rooknee Koy v. Amrith Ball » 

Rookonissa v, Woolf ut Ali 
Rookumee Kooer v. Ram Tobul Roy . 

Boopa V. Sahib Singh . . • 

Roopa Bewa v, Kam Coomar Sundynl 
Roopa Koonwar v. Juggoo Ball Oopadhya 
Roopchand Aswal v, Karfool 
Roopchand Bhukut v, Hur Kishen Doas 
Roopoband Roy v. Ram Kant Kobeeraj 
Roop Debee v. Gungoo Mull 
Roop Kalee Kooer v. Doolar Pandey . 

Rooploll Kbettry v, Mobima Churn Roy 


1 N. W., Ed. 1873, 59 . 

1 Agra, Mia., 6 . 

21 W. R., 223 . 

5 N. W., 155 
I. L. R., 9 Calc., 914 : 12 
L. R., 534. 

20 W. R., 147 . 

26 W. R., 120 . 

14 W. R., 264 . 

3 W. R., 232 
17 W. R., 166 . 

I Agra, Rev,, 58 . 
Marsh., 248 : 2 Hay, 13 

II W. R., 267 . 

25 W. R., 64 

23 W. R., 162 . 

W. R., 1864, 98 . 

3 N. W., 66 
20 W. R., 101 . 

10 B. L. R., 271, note . 


Roopmonjoree Chowdranee v. Ram Ball Sirkar 

Roop Moonjnree Kooeree v. Beer Cbunder Joobraj 
Roop Mungui Singh v, Anund Roy . . 

■ V, Chooramun Singh . • 

Roopnarain Dutt. In the matter of . 
Roopnarainee Kooer v, Ressal Tewaree 
Roopnarain Misr v. Kasbee Ram Singh Timbiram 
Roop Narain Singh v. Cbatooree Singh » • 

V, Gi^jadhur Pershad Narain . 

- ■■ V. Juggoo Singh . • . 

-■ V. Madho Singh • 

■ ' ' ' ' ■ V, Ramayee Singh • • 

Roopo Bewah v. Kekaroo ... 

Roop Ram Doss v. Saseeram Nath Kurmokur 
Roopun Roy v. Purdeep Singh .... 
Koopiin Tewaree v. Buckle . . • • 

Roostum Singh v. Alum Singh .... 
Rosban Singh v. Harkishan Singh 

Roshun Doosadh v. Empress .... 


1 W. R„ 144 

9 W. R., 308 
3 W. R., Ill 
16 W. R., 182 . 

18 W. R , Cr., 38 
24 W. R., 119 . 

2 N. W.. 67 

12 W. R., 283 . 

9 W. R.. 297 

10 W. R., .304 . 

Marsh., 617 • 

3 C. B. R., 192 . 

21 W. R., Cr., 41 

23 W. R., 141 . 

22 W. R., 10 

10 W. R., 142 . 

1 Agra, 291 
I. B. R., 3 All., 535 
1. B. R., 5 Calc., 768: 6 C. 
B. R., 219. 


Roshun Jahan v. Enaet Hossein 


Roshun Jehan v, Enayut Hossein . . . 

Roshun Mahomed v. Mahomed Knleem . • 

Kosik Ball Nundi v. Karlik Shaut . . • 

Rossool Mahomed v, Bassoo Hewah • • • 

Rosul Singh v: Kishoree Ball .... 
Rotee Rumun Oopadhya v, Greeja Nund Oopadhya 
Rotty Rumun Oopadhya v, Chuuder Binode Oopadhya 

Roushan Bibee v» Hurray kristo Nath • 

Roushan Sirkar v, Nahin Chandra Ghatak . • 


5W. R., 5 . 

W. R., F. B,, 41: Marsh., 
127 : 1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 44; 
1 Hay, 269. 

7 W. R., 150 

22 W. R.. Cr., 48 

8 W. R., 163 
8 W. R., 499 
5 W. R., 160 

5 W. R., Mis., 10 

I. B. R., 8 Calc., 926 . 

6 B. B. R., 377, note : 12 
R., 402. 


6701 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


2215 

679 

4873 

5182 

4065 

2531 

1910 

6931 

4598 

3839 

1160 

5278 

4476 

480 

1739 

6776 

1709 

3151 

2633, 6008 
6151 

1760, 1770 
2080, 2148 
2063, 2230 
4142, 4932 
3468 
6162 
6760 
780, 1081 
1036 

4159, 4233 
3074 
3985 

1919, 4293 
3882 
4213 
1586 
5659 
6149 
2277 

1788. 1806 

2080, 3633 
3634, 3679 
3680, 3747 

4408, A4I2 

3714 

4505 

1478 

294 

5615 

3159 

1119, 1744 
6U0, 6114 

3770 



6702 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name o! Case. 

Volume and Page. 

Column 

of 

Digest 

Bousbnn Jahan v, Enaet Hossein .... 

W. R., 1864, 83 . 


2080, 3748 

Koussac t7. Thacker & Co, 

1 Hyde, 9 . 


1166 

Eoasseau v. Nuboo Eisbore Bbudro .... 

12 W. R., 302 . 


5206 

■' ■ V, Pinto 

7 W. R., 190 


2767, 6248 


10 W. R., 54 


4529 

Rowsbun f). Bholanatb Doss ..... 

6 W. R., Act X, 67 


6279 

Rowshun Beebee v, Kureem Buksb .... 

4 W. R., 12 


2020 

Howsbun Bibee v. Chundermadhub Kur 

16 W. R., 177 . 


4937 

Rowsbun Jeban v. Collector of Puroeah 

14W. R., 295 . 


1261 

Rowsbun Koer v. Ram Dihal Roy .... 

13 C. L. R., 45 . 


3721 

Rowson V, Hanama Mestri ..... 

I. L. R., 1 Mad, 280 . 


100 

Rowtbakonni. In re . . . • 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 431 . 


3572, 3613 

Royal Bank of India t;. Eastern Bengal Indigo*) 

Company > 

■ ■■■'■ ’ ' V, Hormasji Kbarsedji 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 281 . 


5638 

3 Bom., 0. 0., 163 


168, 5823 

Royal Reddi v, Linga Reddi • • . • . 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 1 


881 

Roy Chunder Roy v. Bampton ..... 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 188 . 


2629 

R 03 churn Dutt v, Ameena Bibi .... 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 386 . 


6641 

Roy Dbunput Singh v. Lekraj Roy .... 

1 C. L. R., 625 . 


3319 

■ V. Prem Bibee .... 

24 W. R., 72 


776 

Roy Dinkur Doyal v. Sheo Golam Singh . . . 

22 W. R., 172 . 


4028, 5013 

Roy Rally Prosonno Sein v, Kisto Nund Dundee . 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 13 


3180 

Royes Mollah v. Mudhoosoodun Mundul 

9 W. R., 164 


4164 

Roy Goodur Suhaye v. Achebur Lall .... 

13 W. R., 120 . 


5132 

Roy Gowree Sunkur v, Bholee Pershad 

17 W. R., 211 . 


3904 

Roy Huree Kisben v. Asmedb Koonwar 

W. R., 1864, 67 . 


3314 

Nursing Narain 

6 W. R., Act X, 63 


2885 

Roy Jung Bahadoor n. Jugdeo Roy .... 

25 W. R., 247 . 


581 

Roy LucWeeput Singh 9 . Jowahur Ali 

18 W R.,497 . 


1912 

- ' . ■' V, Moshuruff Ali . 

26 W. R., 80 


303 

Roy Megbraj v, Beejoy Gobind Burral , . ^ 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 197: 
W. R., 438. 

23 j 

5123 

Roy Mohan Lall Mittra v, Biabnu Chandra Cbatterjee . 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 100 . 


4408 

Roy Mohun Lall Mitter v. Buhoo Soonduree Debia 

10 W. R., 145 . 


4408 

■ — — V, Choolun Singh . • 

1 Hay, 433 . 


64-85 

Roymoney Dossee. In the goods of . 

I. L. R., 1 Calc.. 160 . 


6197 

V. Roghunatb Sen .... 

1 Ind, Jur., N. S., 14 . 


2239 

Roy Nandipat Mabata v, Urquhart . , . J 

4 B. L. R., A. C., 181 : 
W. R., 209. 

13\ 

) 

860, 3096 
4445, 6461 

Roy Nundeeput Mohatoon v. Stewart .... 

23 W. R., 20 


5612 

Roy Odyte Narain Singh v. Ubhurun Roy . 

4 W, R., Act X, 1 . 

. 

4171 

Roy Preeonatb Chowdhiy v, Prannath Roy Chowdhry . 

8 W. R., 100 


3£>35 

Roy Priyanath Chowdhry v, Bepinbebari Chuckerbutty | 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 237 : 
W. R., 120. 

4272, 4938 

V, Prasanna Chandra Roy") 

Chowdhry. y 

2B.L. R., A.C.,249 . 


177, 1195 

Roy Sooltan Bahadoor v. Laloo Kooer 

17 W. li., 300 . 


3567 

Rozeeoodeen v, Jehangeer ..... 

6 W. R., Mis., 22 . 


5622 

Rucha Rae v, Permeshur Dyal . • • . • 

2 N. W., 252 


4951 

Ruchpaul 9. Johuree 

1 Agra, 147 


4295 

Ruckmahoye v, Lulloobhoy Mottichund 

5 Moore's I. A., 284 


1678, 3112 
6877, 6972 

Ruddravarapn Vissam Raz alias Konamraze. Ex parte 

3 Mad., 287 


3825 

Ruder Perkash Misser v. Hurdai Narain Sabu . . 

5 C, L. R., 112 . 

• 

6049 

— 9. • 

9 C. L. R., 16 

• 

228.3 

Rudrakant Surma Sircar 9. Nobokishore Surma Biswas ^ 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 663 : 12 
L. R., 269. 


8163 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


670S 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Eudra Prokash MiBser v. Bhola Nath Mukhei'jee . 

Budr Naraiii Singh v. Kup Kuar 
Eaff V, Stokoe 

Eughobur Subai v, Chuttraput . 

Eughonath Dass v. Earn Gopal . 

Eugho Nath Dobey v, Huttee Dobey 
Eughoobar Doyal Singh v. Bhekaree Singh • 

Eughoo Bibee v, Noor Jehan Begum .... 
Eughoobur Dyal v, Maina Koer .... 
Eughoobur Dyal Sahoo v. Kishen Pertab Sahee . 
Eughoobur Dyal Singh v. Earn Narain Kolya 
Eughoobur Singh v. Hurree Pershad . • . . 

Eughoobur Thakoor v, Syefoollah Khan • 
Eughoomohinee Dossee v. Kashee Nath Eoy Chowdhry , 
Eughooiiath Bose v. Oomed Ali .... 
Eughoonath Cooudoo w. Hurish Ohunder Roy 
Euglioonath Dass v. Chuckerdhun Eaut . • 

Eughoonath Dass v, Ualle • . • . • 

• V. Shiromonoe Pat Mobadebee 

Eughoonath Dobey v. Puresh Earn Mahata . , 

Eughoonath Doss v, Liichinee Narain Singh . • 

Eughoonath Mitter v. Woomanath Chowdhry 
Eughoonath Panjah v, Luckhun Chuuder Dullal 
Chowdhry. 

Eughoonath Pershad v. Huree Mohunt 
Eughoo Nath Pershad Singh v, Byjnath Sahoy . 
Eughoo Nath Eai v, Chuudoo Lall . 

Eughoonath Eoy v. Aiiundo Pauray . 

.... ... t,, Baraik GeereeAharee Singh . 

Eughoonath Sahoy v, Boondir Mundir • 
Eughoonath Singh v. Toode^'’ Singh • 

Eughoonath Sonar v. Mokoond Doss . 

Eughoonath Surmah v. Gobind Chunder Eoy 
Eughoonauth Sabai Chotayloll v, Manick Chand . 
Eughoo Nundun Pershad Singh v, Chuttur Paul Singh . 
Eughoo Nundun Sinerh v, Arcott .... 
— ■■■■■■ V. Cochrane • • 


». Gopal Chund Chowdhry 

V, Wilson 

Eughunath Panjah v, Issur Chunder Chowdhry 
Eughu Nath Singh Manku v. Pareshram Mahata • 

Eughu Nundun Rain v, Sumessar Panday . 


EuhEuoonissa v, Soopun Jan • • 

Ruhinun v. Shumsooddeen Hyder 
Euhmut-oollah v. Tuffuzzool H ossein 
Eujabai v. Ismail Ahmed . 

Eujaput Eai o. Mahomed Ali Khan . 

Eujjomoney v, Sibchunder Mullick 
Eujoneekant Mitter v, Premchand Bose 
Euka Bai v, Ganda Bai . 

Eukhinoe Bullubh v. Brojonath Sircar 



I. L. E., 12 Calc., 612 



3746 


I. L. E., 1 AIL, 734 



2264, 6057 


9 W. R., 213 



2986 


1 Agra, 73 . 



2771 


5 N. W., 29 



3991 


1 Agra, Mis., 17 • 



8836 


22 W. R., 472 . 



2487 


12 W. E., 459 . 



3092 


12 C. L. R., 664 . 



172, 371 


L. E., 6 L A., 211 



87 


22 W. R., 312 • 



1429, 6267 


6 W. R., 76 



3281 


23 W. R., 289 . 



6305 


10 W. R., 166 . 



664, 6170 


W. E., P. B., 177 . 



769 


W. E.. 1864, 326 . 



3076 


16 W. R., Cr., 49 



6161 


16 W. R., 60 



3794 


24 W. R., 20 

. 

( 

i 

• 

3133, 3221 
3228, 3627 


low. E.,9. 


4166 


10 W. E., 407 . 


f 

4143 

, 

W. E., 1864, Act X, 47 


• 

6919 

j 

18 W. R., 23 



1902,2459 


10 W. R., 37 


• 

327 


24 W. R., 349 . 


• 

4269 


2 Agra, Pt. 11, 196 


• 

4187, 4459 


10 W. R., 387 . 


• 

6140 


7 W. R., 244 


• 

4021 


1 W. E., 36 


• 

2915 


6 N. W., 19 



6478, 6730 


25 W. R., 213 . 



5185 


14 W. R., 170 . 



6634 


6 Moore's 1. A., 261 


• 

1068 


10 W. R., 336 . 


• 

4912 


19 W. R., 46 


• 

2709 


20 W. E., 16 


• 

6276, 6936 


24 W. R., 372 . 


• 

3135 


20W. R.,7. 


• 

6275 


23 W. E., 301 . 


• 

690 


I. L. E., 11 Calc., 163 



6070 


I.L.R.,9Calo.,635: 13 C. 

L.] 

3116 

( 

E., 89. 



13 B.L.R., 489 : 22 W. R., > 

6621 

i 

235. 


f 


22 W. R., 336 

18 W. R., 244 



3000 

3020 


W. R., 1864, 183 



3986 


1 Agra, Rev., 67 



533 


7 Bom., 0. C., 27 



4236 

1146, 1463 


6 N. W„ 216 


i 

4041 


2 Hyde, 103 

Marsh., 241:1 Hay, 613 
I. L. E., 1 All., 594 
I. L. R., 0 Calc., 308 . 



em 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Column 

Haine of Case. Yolame and Page. of 

Digest. 


I V. Ahmed Hussein . . . . .22 Wr B., 443 • • 4232 

Bukhjaknr Ehuttachai’jee 9. Kuroona Moyee Dabee • 25 W. B., 280 . * 3857 

Kukkini Dasi v. Kader Nath Ghose . . . . 5 B. L. B., Ap., 87 . 2309 

Bukmin. In the matter of I. L. R., 1 All., 287 . 183, 6116 

Bukmini Burmoniat;. Foodun Koomaree Barmonia . 23 W. R., 408 . . 312, 316 

Ruknadawla Nowab Ahmed Aii Khaii v, Hurdwari Mull . 5 B. L. B., 578 • . 478 

Rummeezooddeen Bhooyan v. Joymala . . . 15 W. R., 303 . . 5752 

Bnmmnn Singh v, Eshree Perahsd . . • . 2 Agra, 144 . • . 2980 

Bumonee Debea w. Baluck Doss Mohant . . ^ 11^. L^^R., 336, note ; 14 W. 2262 

Bnmonee Soonduree Dossia v, Fanchannn Bubo . , 4 W. R.. 105 . . 3178 


Bumnu Doss v, Ashbul Doss • . . • 

Bumzan Ali v, Soorujbhan .... 
Bun Bahadoor v, Poodhee Roy .... 
Bun Bahailoor Singh v. Hardoyal Singh 
V, Lucho Coowar 

V, Lucho Eoer . . 

V, Muloorum Tewaree . 

• V. Roy Narain Doss . 

• V. Tilessuree Kooer 

Bun Bahadur Singh v, Lucho Koer 

V. Raj Rup Koer . , 

Bundle v. Secretary of State .... 

Bungama v. Atchama ..... 

Bungiah Filial v. Chinn asami Filial . 

Bung Lall V. Hem Narain Gir .... 
Bunglall Gossaiu v, Gowree Mundul . 

Bung Lall Misser v, Roghoobur Singh 

V, Tokhun Misser . 

Bungo Bujaji tf, Babaji 

Bungo Debee Boistobee v» Huree Narain Oopadbya 
Bungo Eopobooa v. Dehassur Mussulman . 

Bungolall Deo v. Deputy Commissioner of Beerbhoom 

Bungo Lall Mundul v, Abdool Guffoor 

Bungo Monee Debia v. Raj Coomar Behee • 

Bungo Monee Dossee v. Campbell 

■ — V. Unnopoorna Debia . 

Bungrav Ravji v. Sidhi Mahomed Ebrahim- . 
Bungunmoney Dossee v. Brijo Lall Day 
Bunjeet v. Choonnee Lall ..... 
Bunjeet Narain Singh v. Shureefoonissa . . 

Bunjeet Bam Koolal v, Mahomed Waris 
Bunjeet Ram Fanday v, Goverdhun Bam Panday 
Bunjeet Singh v. Gugraj Singh 
- — V, Madud Ali 

Bunjit Singh v, Buuwari Lai Saha • 


1 W. R., 160 

2248 

7 W. R., 403 

4846 

W. 1864. 319 . 

5285 

21 W. R., Cr., 32 . 

1544 

4 C. L. B., 270 . 

1411 

I.L.R., 6 Calc., 406 : 7 C. 
L. R., 2&1. 

1206, 6062 

8 W. R., 149 

3798 

7 C> Ii» R.. 82 • • 

2727 

22W. B.,Cr.,79 , 

4728, 4731 
4736 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 301 : L. R., 

6022, 6027 

12 I. A., 23. 

5062, 6067 

4 C. L. B., 498 .. . 

4663, 4666 

I Hyde, 37 . . , 

2804 

2 Hyde, 25, 36 . , 

4586 

7 W. B., P. C,, 67: 4 Moore’s 

I. A., 1. 

2135 

3 Mad., 374. 

6660 

I. L. B., 11 Calc., 166 . 

847, 5295 

low. U., 285 . 

878 

9 W. R., 160 

4467, 4477 

I.L. B,,2 Calo., 114: 25 W. 
R., 304. 

761 

I. L. B., 6 Bom., 83 • . 

3230 

11 W. R., 138 . 

884 

13 W. R., 302 . 

Marsh., 117: W. R., P. B., y 

514 

34 : lind Jur.,O.S.,34: 1 f 
Hay, 200. 

2039 

I. L. R., 4Calc., 314 : 3 C. L. 
R., 119. 

2990 

6 W. R., 197 

143 

12 W, R., Ill . 

1640 

7 W. R., 149 

4162 

1. L. B., 6 Bom., 482 

Cor., 25 

4978 

5284 

1 Agra,'78 . 

804 

10 W, R., 478 . 

3211.3996 

21 W. R., 49 

22(i3 

20 W. R., 26 

6001 

L.B., II.A.,9 . 

3367 

3 Agra, 222 . 

2359 

I. L. R., 10 Calo., 993 

4466 

I.L. B.,3 Calc., 662 : 2 C. 

L. R., 391. 

161, 497 
740, 743 
J031, 3097 


• V, Moherban Eoer 



table; of casfs thb digest. 


I^ame of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Hun jit Singh v. Schoene, Kilbum, & Co. 

Kunnoo Pandey v. Buksh AU . 

Hunnoo Hoy v* Kadoo Lall 
Hunnoo Singh Kalichurn Misser 
Hunpal Singh v, Joy Mungyl Singh 
Run Singh v. Mahomed Abid 
Hupabai v» Parbhuram Riipaahankar 

Rapa J agbhet v» Krishnaji Govind • 

Rup Chand Chowdhry v. Latu Chowdhry . 
Rupchand Dagdusa v. Davlatrav Vitbairav 
Rupcband Hiiidumal v, Rakhmabai • . 

Rupchandra Ghose v, Rupmanjari Dasi 

Rupennessa Bibi Chowdrani Abeduddin Mahomed 

Rup Kishore v. Mohin 

Rup Kuari v. Ram Kirpal Shukul . . . 

Ruplal Khettry v. Mahima Chandra Boy • 

Rup Narain v. Awadh Prasad .... 
Rup Narain Singh v, Junko Bye . • 

Rup Singh v» Baisni . « • • ' • 

— V. Mukhraj Singh .... 

Rufihton. In the goods of . • • • 

V. Atkinson ..... 

■ V. Girdharee Tewaree ... 

Russick Chuuder v. Ram Lall Shaha . • 

Russickdas Bairagy v, Preonath Misroe 

Russick Lall Chatterjee. In the matter of 
Russick Lall Day v. Jadubram Day . 

Russick Lall Mullick. ] n the matter of 

Russickloll Mudduck v. Lokenath Kurmokar 
Russik Lai Shaha Chowdhry v, Prem Dhun Bural 
Russool Bibee v, Jan Ali Chowdhry • 

Russool Nushyo. In re . . . 

Ruasoolun v. Fuzeelutoonnissa . 

Rustamji Adesir Davar v. Ratungi Rustamji Wadia 
Rustomji Burjorji v, Kessowji Naik . 


Rustomji Eduljee Croos v, Cursetjee Sorabjee Croos 
Rustum Ally Ameer Ally Soudagur 

Rostum Singh v. Mahurban Singh 
Rutcheputty Dutt Jha v. Rajundur Narain Rae . 
Rutna Dobain v. Purladh Dobey 
lintnee Roghober Dyal , . • . 

Rutnessur Biswas v. Hurish Ch under Bose • 
Rutnessur Dass. In the matter of . 

Rutnessur Koondoo v. Majeda Bibee . 

Rutnessur Singh v. Ram Tunoo Gbose 

Rutta Bebee v» Dumree Lai • • . . 


4 C. L. E.. 390 . 

3N.W..2 . 

26 W. R., 58 
16 W. R., Cr., 18 
11 W. R., 106 . 

2 Agra, 127 

8 Bom., A. C.f 102 

1. L. B., 9 Bom., 169 

3 C. I. R., 97 . 

L L. R., 6 Bom., 495 
8 Bom., A. 114 
3 B. L. R.. A. C., 325 
R., 274. 

8 C. L. R., 73 • • 

1. L. B., 3 All., 415 . 

I. L. B , 3 Ail., 141 . 

5 B. L. R., 254 . 

1. L. B., 7 AIL, 47S . 

3 C. L. IL. 112 . 

I. L. B., 7 AIL, 1 : L. B., 

I. A., 149. 

I. L. R., 7 AH., 88r . 

I. L. B., 3 Calc., 736 . 

nW..R., 486 
Marsh., 331 : 2 Hay, 394 
22 W. R., 301 

I. L. B., lOCalc.^102: 12 C. 

L. R., 406. 

16 W. R., 618 . 

10 B. L. R., Ap., 25 . 

7 C. L. R., 382 . 

1. L.R., 5 Calc., 688 : 5 C. L. 
R., 492. 

24W. R., 279 . 

12B.L. B., 267, note: 17 W.") 
R., 31. 

IIW. R., Cr., 3 . 

W. R., 1864, Mis., 36 
7 Bom., O. 0., 9 . 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 161 

I. L. B., 8 Bom., 287 
I. L. B., 4 Bom., 349 
10 W. R., 487 . 

5 N. W., 179 
2 Moore’s I. A., 132. 

7 W. B., 450 
2 Agra, 278 
I. L. B., 11 Calc., 221 
14W. R., 381 . 

7 W. R., 262 
12 W. R., 491 . 

2 N. W., 163 


mk 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


4182 

2088, 6031 
671 

980, 6994 
4908 
6081 
1125 

1574, 2236 
3430 
2342 

4841, 6402. 
2121 

4661 

3801, 3802 
3805 
3138 
4982 
2603 
4651 

1573 ^ 2250 ^ 
2328 

3468 

1238 

332, 3012 
1683 

1429, 2797 
3856 

6918 
5532 
979, 1960 

2971, 3066 
1767 
292 

4506 

4941 

1032 

743. 4522 
201, 744 
6284 
5835 

1448, 1467f 
42^3 
32S9 
2281 
2318 
79 
1373 
4086 
3266 
440 

2754', 4033 
6128. 



6706 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 

Buttan Chand Shooree v, Huree Monee 

Buttanjote Kooer v. Bam Dass ... . | 

Buttee Sirdar v, Sajoo Poramaniuk . . . | 

Buttonjee Eduljee Shet v. Collector of Thanna . | 

ButtonmoneeDabee t^.EomolakanthMookerjee . | 

Button Monee Debiat;. Gunga Monee Debia Chowdhrain 
Buttonsey Lalji v. Pooribai . . 

Buttonsey Morarji v. Jamnadas Pitamberdas 
Button Singh v, Greedharee Lall 
ttuttoo Singh v, Crowdy . 

Butto Singh v. Bajrang Singh 
Buttun V, Dhoomee Khan . 

Buttun Eebee v, Makarum Ali 

Buttun Bewa v. Buhur 

Bnttun Chand Bysack v. Bocha Bib^ 

Buttunessur Chatterjee v. Gooroo Chum Chatterjeo 
Bnttun Kristo Bosoo v. Bhugoban Ch under Bosoo 
Buttun Monee Dassee v» Kaleekissen Chuckerbutty 
Buttunmonee Dossee v, Jotendromohun Tagore 
Buttun Monee Dutt v, Brojo Mohun Dutt 

■ ' ■ - ' V, — 

Buttun Singh v, Oomrao Singh . 

Butty Kant Bose v, Gungadhur Biswas 

Buznudeen Hossein v, Fuzalun 
Byall V, Sherman .... 

Byasutulla v. Doogachurn Pal . • 

Byaw Petee. In the matter of 
Bychurp Paul v. Pearymonee Dassee 
Byesunnissa Begum v. Bydonath Saha 
Byrappan Nambiar v. Kelu Kurup . 


s 

Baadoollah Shaikh v, Kaleechum 
Sabapathi v. Subray a .... 

Sabapathi Chetti v, Subraya Chetti • 

Sabapati Chetti Chedumbara Chetti 

Sabapati Mudaliyar o. Narayansvami Mudaliyar 

Sabeer Khan Kallidoss Dey • • 

Sabetoollah Meah v. Bohim Dewan « 
Sabhanatha Dikshatar v. Subba Lakshmi Ammal 
Sabhapati Mudali Muttnsvami Mudali . 
Sabharam bin Vithoji v, Sadashiv bin Sayaji 

Sabhee Sing. In re .... 

Sabir Khan v. Bam Luckhee Chowdhrain . 
Sabitra Monee v, Mudhoo Soodun Singh 

Sabo Bewa o. Nahagun Maiti • 

Sabramanya v. Gnanasambantha 




Column 

Volume aud Page. 


of 

Digest. 

6W..B..225 


2420 

10 B.L. B..290: 19 W. 
131. 

B., 

498 

11 B. L.B.,346: 20 W. 
235. 

B., 

1146 

10 W. B.. P. C., 13: 
Moore's I. A 295. 

11 

2960, 3074 

12 B. L. B., 283, note : 12 W. 
R., 364. 

3117 

3 W. B., 94 


3441 

I. L. B., 7 Bom., 304 . 


999, 4519 

I. L. B., 6 Bom., 692 . 


1088 

8 W. B., 310 


534, 3079 

2 W. B., 477, note 


3804 

13 C. L. B., 280 . 


480 

3 Agra, 21 • 


3689 

2 Agra, 309 


4459 

14 W. B.. Cr.. 7 . 


6191 

12 W. B., 529 . 


4125 

9 W. B., 296 


1199 

18 W. B., 32 


2329 

W. B., P. B., 147 


2891, 5272 

6 W. B., Act X, 31 


4929 

22 W. B., 11 


4310 

22 W. B., 333 . 


6101 

4 N. W.. 13 


4548 

W. B.. F. B..13: llnd.Jur., ^ 

6175 

0. S., 6 : Marsh., 40. 

V 

) 

3 W. B., 120 


1357 

I. L. B., 1 Mad., 287 . 


774 

15 B. L. B.,294 : 24 W. 
121. 

B., ^ 

4825 

6 B. L. B., Ap., 15 

4742 

Marsh., 622 


2485 

17 W. B., 354 . 

, 

1631 

I. L. B., 4 Mad., 150 . 

• 

3757 

12 W. B.. 358 . 


839 

I. L. B., 2 Mad., 58 


5126. 5140 

I. L. B., 3 Mad., 250 . 


6813 

I. L. B., 2 Mad., 397 . 


3137 

1 Mad., 115 


1208, 3099 
5876 

1 W. B., 199 


4868 

9 W. B., 273 


245 

I. L. B., 7 Mad., 80 . 


3492, 5243 

1 Mad., 103 


5660 

1 Bom., 96 . 


153 

6 W. B., Cr., 50 . 


4490, 4494 
4600 

10 W. B., 438 . 


4900 

Marsh., 519 


1701 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 51 : 11 
R., 380. 


2114 

I. L. B,7Mad.,374 . 


6177 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6707 


Name of Caxe. 


Volume and Page. 


Sabuktulla v. Hari 

Saebit V, Budhua Kuar 

Sadabart Prasad Sahu v, Foolbasb Koer 

Sadagopa Ayyangar v. Dorasami Sastri 
Sadagopa Chariyar v. Kutbna Mudali . 

Sadagopaebaryar v, Ragavacharyar . . 

Sadagopa Ediutara Maba Desika Swamiar v. Jamuna 
Bbai Ammal. 

Sadakat H ossein v. Mabomed Yusuf . 

Sadasbiv Anant v, Vitbal Anant 

Sadashiv Bhaskar Josbi V. Dhakubai 

Sadasbiv Joshi «. Dinkar Josbi . . • 

Sadasbiv Moresbvar v, Hanso bin Shravan 

Sadasbiv Moresbvar Gbate v. Hari Mooresbvar Gbate . 

Sadasbiv Yeshwant v. Atraaram Sakharain . 

Sadasiva Muttu Sabapatbi Cbetti . . . • 

Sadasiva Pillai v. Bamalinga Pillai . . • ' 

Sadasivayyar v, Muttu Sabapatbi Cbetti 

Sada Sookb v, Sbiva Dyal 

Sadat AH v. Sadattunissa .... 

Sadaya Pillai v, Cbinni . • . . . 

Sadayappa v, Ponnama 

Saddanando Maiti v, Nowrattam Haiti 

Sadeeronnissa Bibi v. Sbourubby Debea . • 

Sadba v, Bhagwani 

Sadban Cbandra Bose v. Guru Gbaran Bose 

Sadboojunna v, Ramburry Mundul 

Sadho Singb v. Eisbnee ..... 

Sadbu Sarun Singb v. Dwarka Singb . 

Sadik Ali Khan v, lindad Ali Khan . 

— —^17. Muhammad Husain Khan 

Sadodin v. Spiers ...... 

Sadu V, Baiza ...... 

— V, Sambbu ...... 

Saduck Sircar v, Mohamoya Debia 

Saduk Ali Kban Pearee .... 
Sadut Ali v. Ramdhone Misser .... 

Sadut Ali Khan w. Abdool Gunney 

V, Hanikarnika Cbowdbrain 
V. Pbillipe 

. Saefoollah Khan v. Luchmeeput Singb Doogur 
Saem Sirdar v, Kamaluddy Sirdar 

Safdar Ali Khan v. Lacbman Das 

Sagangowda bin Basangowda v, Basapa bin Cbenapa 
Sage V, Mackay & Co. 

Nirunjun Chatterjee 

Sagore Cbunder Cbuckerbutty v» Sberbouroe 


10 C. L. R., 199 . 

I. L. R., 8 All., 429 . 

3 B. L. R., P. B.. 31 : 12 W. 
R., F. B., 1. 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 214 . 

6 Mad., 467 

I.. L. R., 9 Mad , 282 . 

I. L. R.; 6 Mad., 64 . 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 663: L. R., 

11 I. A., 31. 

11 Bom., 32 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 460 . 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 620 . . 

5 Bom., A. C., 166 

11 Bom., 190 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 636 . 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 106 . 

16 B. L. R., 383 : 24 W. R., 
193 :L. R.,2I. A., 219. 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 106 . 

1 Agra, 109 

3 B; L. R., Ap., 101 : 12 W. 
R., 37. 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 362 . 

I.X.R., 8Mad.,664 . 

8 B.L. R., 280: 16 W. R., 
289. 

25W. E., 469 

7 N. W., 53 

8 B. Ii. K., 6, note : 16 W 
B., 99. 

I Hay, 461 . 

3 N. W., 318 

12 C. L. R., 46 . 

[. L. B., 3 AIL, 286 
L. R., 2 AIL, 384 
. L. R., 3 Bom., 437 . 

, L. R, 4 Bora., 37 . 

'. L. B., 6 Bom., 692 
5 W. R., Act X, 16 

9 W. R., 142 

12 C. L. B., 43 . 

II B.L. B., 203: 19 W. B 
171: L. B, I. A., Slip 
VoL, 165. 

W. B., 1864, 119 . 
IW.B.,290 

13 W. R., 68 

22W. E.,424 . 

I.L. B ,2A1L, 554 

9 Bom., 62 . 

2 Hay, 463 . 

9 W. B., Cr., 12 . 

Bonrke, 0. C., 103 


1687 

1422, 2623 
6046 


4767 

3929,4823 

971 

2104, 3253 
6414, 5447 


4023 

6130 

2180 

416 

1711,2126 

1243 

3663 

1684, 3828 

6437 

364 


4986 

2628,2669 

626 

1780 

3407, 3986 
3000, soil 
4601 
3796 
13 
360 
791 

337,2669 
2330, 60i)9 
1621 
1606 
4141 
3243 


4io 

525 

5321 

4874 

306,2025 

4780 

4175 

5753 

1255 

1933 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE t>iaEST. 


Name of Caae. 


Volame and Page. 


Sagore Dutt v. Ramcbunder fitter . * . 

Sagore Monee Dossee v, Biprodoss Dey 

Sagar Dutt. In the matter of • 

, Sahadeo Pandey v. Nokhid Pandey • 

Sahai Nand Muugniram Marwari . 

Sahai Pandey v. Sham Narain . 

Sahebdi v. Kuran 

Sah^jan* Bihee v, Sufdur Ali . . . 

Saheb Jehan v. Asudoollah 
Salieb Earn Jha v. Kasheenatb JLa 
Saheb Boy v, Choonee Singh . . . 

— V, Gujadhur Pershad Narain Singh 

Sahebzadee Begum v, Himmut Bahadoor . 

Sahee Bam v. Mahomed Abdul Bahaman 
■ Sahiba Begum v, Atchamma 
Sahib Bautan v. Ibrahim Eautan 
Sahib Singh v. Put Bam . • • • 

Sab Koonduu Lall v, Makhun Lull . . 

Sahodra v, Bai J ang Bahadur • 


Sahoo Chund v, Geetum Singh • 

Sahoo Gokul Pershad v. Zynub • 

Saikappa Chotti v. Kulaiida Puri Nachiyar alias 
tama Nachiyar. 

Sainal Ranchhod v, Dullabh Dvarka • ' • 
Sajan v. Roopram ..... 
Sajanji valad Godaji v, Anaji valad Lakshman 
Sajibullah Sirkar v, Hazi Khosh Mohamed Sirkar 

Sajiwan v. Gopal 


KatO 


Sakalchand Savaichand v, Dayabhai Ichliachand 
Sakbaram Dikshit v, Ganesh Sathe 
Sakharam Govind Kale v. Damodar Akharam 
Sakbaram Krishna ji v. Madan Krishnuji 


Sakharam Mahadev v. Hari Krishna . 


Sakharam Mahipat v. Dawud valad Jawabhai 
Sakharam Narasimha Sardesai v. Vithu Lakha Gouda 


Sakharam Narayan v. Gopal Liikshuman 
Sakharam Ramchaudra Dikshit v, Govind Yaman 
Dikshit. 

Sakharam Sadashiv Adhikari v. Sitabai 
Sakharam Shridhar Gadkari v. Chairman of the Muni- 
cipality of Kaliyan. 

Sakharam Trimbak v, Ranu valad Vithal Apaji 
Sakharam Vithal Adhikari v. Collector of Ratnagiri 
Sakhawat Ally v, Noorjehan Begum . • 

Sakhnandan Lai. In the matter of the petition of 
Sakho Narayan Khaudalkar t?. Narayan Bhikaii Khan- 
daikar. 

Sakkaji Ran v, Lutchmana Gaundan . 

Sakiiman Dichut v. Dharam Nath Tewari . 

Sakvarbhai v. Bhavanji RajeGhatji Zanjarra Deshmukh 
Salahmunissa Khatoon v, Mohesh Chunder Roy . 


1 Hyde, 136 
1 W. IL, 249 

1 B. L. R., 0. Cr., 41 ; 18 W. 

R., Cr., 44, note. 

15 W. B., 673 . 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 542 . 

I. L. U.,2 All.,142 . 

21 W. R., Cr., 37 . 

22 W. R., 288 . 

5 W. R, Mis., 28 

21 W. R., 295 . 

9 W. R., 487 

22 W. R., 221 . 

12 W. R., 512; 4 B. L. B., 
A. C., li 3. 

6 N. W., 268 
4 Mad., 125 
1 Mad., 441 

1 Agra, Rev , 17 . 

1 N. W, 168, Ed. 1873, 247 . 
I. L. R., 8 Calc., 224: L. R., ) 

8 I. A., 210. 

2 Agra, 206 

1 N. W., 176 : Ed. 1873, 255 . 

3 Mad., 84 • . • 

10 Bom., 360 . 

Agra, 61 . . # 

4 Bom., A. C., 142, note 
I. L. 11, 13 Calc., 264 . 

1 B. L. R., S. N., 15 : 10 

R , 149. 

4 Bom., A. C., 70 . 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 193 
I. L. R., 9 Bom., 468 . 

I. L. R.. 5 Bom., 232 . 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 113 . 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 76, note 
1 lud. Jur., N. S., 250: 2 ) 
Bom., 237 : 2nd Ed., 225. ) 
1. L. R., 10 Bom., 656, note . 

10 Bom., 361 
I. L. R., 3 Bom., 353 

7 Bom., A. C., 33 . 

1 Bom., 191 

8 Bom., A. C., 288 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 429 
I. L. R., 6 All., 163 

6 Bom., A. C.*, 238 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 149 
3 B. L. R., A. C., 141 
1 Bom., 194 
16W. R.,85 


Colamn 

of 


2103,2823 

6106 

1162 

4980 
78, 1225 
3934 
4723 

5131, 5782 
201 > 
388 

207,4289 
4037, 6098 
2735, 3637 
i93, 3700 
3644 
3677 
2648 
5074 
329 

3407 

411 

4955 

4962 

5143 

4902 

4799 

4850 

423 

4197 

3361 

815, 3451 
4780 

319, 1465 
2453 
6131 

3977 

3973 

912, 2233 
2234 
2311 

6260 

2416 
3260 
86. 91 
269 

782, 6891 

3068 

3980 

2412 

>024, 5144 



TABLE OF CASKS IN THE DIGEST 




Name of Caeo* 


Volume and Page. 


Salamat Ali v, Budh Singh .... 

— V, Miuahan ..... 
Salamat Hos'sein v. Luckhi Ham . . . ■ 

Salamut Bebee v. Bhugwan Doss . . • 

Salehoonissa Khatoon v, Mohesh C bunder Hoy 
Saleh Shabi Sabi-ud-diu Abu Saleh. In the matter of 

the petition of. 

- -■ „ ■ V. Asadunissat 

Bibee. C 

Salgram Missor v. Jauki Koer • . • • . 

Saligram v. Azim Ali Beg ..... 

— " ■ V, Debi Parshad ..... 

■ y, Jhuuna Kuar ..... 

. ■ I ■ I f;, Juggun Nath ..... 

* V. Lultaparsbad ..... 

— — V. Meheen Lall ...... 

Pursidh Ram ..... 

— ' ' y. Ram Sewuk ...... 

■ ' V. Secretary of State . . . . |^ 

Saligram Singh v, Barun Rai ..... 

V, Gheenoo Singh .... 

V. Gobind Sabai .... 

Saligram Tewaree v. Behareo Misser .... 

Salikram y.* Azim All Beg . . . . ^ 

Saluji Kesraji y. Rajsangji Jalmsangji 

Salu kom Raghuji v. Ravaji bin Ramjce 
Salur Zainiiidar y. Pedda Pakir Raju • 

Sam V, Appundi Ibrahim Saib .... 

Samachurn Audhicaree Byragee v. Roopdoss B3 rageo 
Samakkauridan v. Perumal Chetti 
Samalbbai Nathubhai v. Someshvar . 

Samal Nathu v. Jaishaiikar Dalsukiam 
Samandra Kunwar. In ro 
Samantha Pandara v. Sellappa Chetti . 

Samar Ali v. Karim-ul-lah .... 
Samarapuri Chetti v, Sbanmuga Chetti 
Sama Rayar y. Anuamalai Chetti 

.Samasundari Debi v, Jardine, Skinner, & Co. 

Samat v, Amra ...... 

Samathal v, Mathoosri Kamatchi Amina , Boy i Saib 
Avergul. 

Sambanda Mudaliyar v, Nanasambundapand^ra . 
Sambasivanna v, Bhogappa .... 
Sambhubhai Karsaudas y, Shivlaldas Sadashivdas . 

Sam^ Chunder Baboo o, Teeluck Chunder Baboo 
Sami Achari v. Somasundram Achari . 

Sami Ayyangar v. Copal Ayyangar . 

Sami Chetti y. Ammani Achy .... 

Samjnada Pillai v, Subba Reddiar 

Saminadba Mudali y. South Indian Railway Company 


I. L. R., 1 All., 303 • . 

1. L. R., 4 All., 337 . 

1. L. R.. 10 Calc., 621 • 

2 N. W., 33 
17 W. R., 462 . 

6 B. L. R., 126 : 16 W. R., > 
FBI 

CB. L. R.’, 126: 15 W. R.. 
F. B., 1. 

9 W. R., 122 

10 Moore*8 I. A., 1J4 . 

7 N. W., 38 

I. L. R., 4 All., 646 .. 

1 Agra, 137 
6 N. W., 329 

2 Agra, 235 
1 Agra, 186 

1 Agra, Mis., 14 . 

12 B. L. R., 167 : 18 W. R.. •) 
389: L. R., 1. A., Sup. 
Vol., 119. 

4 N. W., 92 
16 W. R., 19 
4 B. L. R., Ap., 64 
W.R., 1864, 36 . 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 117 : 8 7 
Moore’s 1. A., 270. 

2 Bom., 169:.2ud Ed., 162 


1 Bom., 41 . 

I.L. R., 4 Mad., 371 


2020 

2649 

415 

2918 

1180, 1622 


168 

3120 

1691, 4654 
6814 
4603 
2163 
4464 
4643 
1925 

68, 2696 


6 Mad., 75 . 

6 W. R., 68 . 

2 Mad., 14 . 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 38 
I. L. R., 9 Bom., 254 
8 B. L. R., 390, note 
I. L. R., 2 iVlad., 175 
I. L. R., 8 All., 402 
I. L. K., 5 Mad., 47 
1. L. R., 7 Mad., 164 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 120 : 1 
R., 160. 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 394 

7 Mad., 395 

1 Mad., 298 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 378 
1. L. R., 4 Bom., 89 

2 Hay, 142 

I L. R., 6 Mad., 119 ‘ 
7 Mad., 176 
7 Mad., 260 
I. L. R., 1 Mad., 333 
I. L. R., 6 Mad., 420 


310, 8115 

4398, 4410 
6774 
3126 
2062 

3546, 3649 
6796 
2266 
6134 

2377, 4321 
386 
2447 
2268 
3989 
4981 
1998 


2254 

971 

4195,6007 

411 

4996 

2821 

4034* 

3046,4043 

4703 


10 T V 



6710 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Baminathaiyan v. Saminathaiyan . . . • 

Saminatha Pillay v. Varisai Mahomed Ravattan . 

Samiraddi Khalifa v, Haris Chandra . . . ^ 

Samiruddin. In the matter of the petition of . | 

Samod Ali v, Mahomed Kassim • . • ^ 

Samshere Khan v. Empress . , . • ^ 

Samsnddin Pii’jade v. Ganpatrav Jagannath • 
Satnsnddin Sultat\i;. Kamji Bhika • • . . 

Samuel Filial v. Ananthanatha Filial «... 
Sarny Aiyangar alias Ramasawmy Aiyangar Alaga- 
singa Aiyangar. ) 

Sandes v. Jomir Shaikh ...... 

— Suroop Chunder Biswas . . . - 

Sandys v, Setul Mundul «..••• 

Sangamram v, Sheobart Bhagat • . • . 

Sangapa bin Baslingapa v, Gangapa bin Niranjapa 
Sangapa Malapa v. Bhimangowda Mariapa . 


4 Mad.j 153 

2 Mad., 304 

3 B. L.R.,A. C.,49: 13 W. 

• R., 451, note. 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 211: IOC. 
L. R., 11. 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 663 ; 12 C. 
L. R., 269. 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 154 : 8 C. L. 
R., 168. 

7 Bom., A. C., 19 . 

5 Bom. A. C., 151 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 361 . 

3 Mad., 33 • 

9 W. R., 899 

2 W. R., Act X, 11 

10 W. R., 420 . 

I. L. R., 3 All., 112 . 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 476 . . . 

10 Bom., 194 • 


2972, 6828 
6657 


Sangappa bin Chanbasappa v. Sahebanna bin Kenged- ^ ^ ^ q 


Sangappa bin Ningappa v, Bas^ppa bin Parappa . 
Sangaralingam Pillai. In the matter of . . . 

Sangili Yira Pandia Chinnatambiar v. Queen . * 

Sangili Virapandia Chinnathambiar v. Alwar Ayyan-^ 
gar. 1 

Sangoovien v. Kollathoorayen 

Sangram Singh v, Bujharat Singh .... 

■ V. Rajan Bahi . . . . ^ 

SaniooUah v, Aftabooddeen Mahomed .... 

Sanjeeviyah v, Nanjiyah ...... 

Sanjivi v, Errapa ....... 

' V, Ramasami ...... 

Sanjoogee Kooer v. Hur Pershad .... 

Sankana Kalana v, Viriipakshapa Ganeshapa 

Sankara Naraina v. Vijaya Raghunadha Mattayan'^ 
Pannikondar. J 

Sankaranarayana v. Kunjappa . . . . 

Sankarappa v» Kamayya 

Sankara Subbaiyan v, Subba Ran .... 

Sankaravadivammal v. Kumarasamya 
Sankar Dobey. In the matter of the petition of . 
Sanniyasi Razu v. Jaganadha Narayana Ramachandra 
Razu. > 

— V. Zamindar of Salur ... 3 

Sansar Roy w. Indrasun Roy ..... 

Santaiya v, Ramaraya ...... 

Santaya Mangarsava v. Narayan .... 

Santee Ram Jana v, Modoo Mytee .... 


7 Bom., A. C., 1 . 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 78 . 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 29 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 42 . 

1 Iiid. Jur., O. S., 116 . 
I. L. R., 4 AIL, 36 

1. L. R., 12 Calc.. 219 
R., 12 I. A., 183. 

23 W. R., 246 * 

4 Mad., 45o 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 290 . 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 494 . 

24 W. R., 274 . 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 146 . 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 134 . 

I. L. R.. 8 Mad., 411 . 

3 Mad., 231 

2 Mad., 1 • 

, I. L. R., 8 Mad., 473 . 

4 B. L. R., A. C., 65 . 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 268 . 

25 W. R., 6 . 

7 Mad., 257 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 182 . 

20 W. R., 363 . 


991 

5^2, 5682 
2915 
1058 

1467, 4641 
4643, 6273 
5243 

2793, 6265 
6004 


4810 
292 
5525 
198, 800 
2234 
1676 
3485 


5348 

804 

3354 

828 

2084 

3958, 4028 
4614 


3597 

1396 

1741, 3427 
6084 
829, 5174 
4852 


4476 
180, 362 
4802 
4002 


TABLE OP CASES lUi THE DIGEST. 


6711 


Name o{ Case. 


Volume aud Page. 


Santiram Panja v. Bykunt Panjah 

Sant Kumar v, Deo Saran .... 

Santoo Mundle v, Abdool Biswas 
Saowul Singh v, Makhnn Pandey 

Sarabjit Singh v. Chapman • . . • 

Saradamayi Chowdhrain v. Nabin Chandra Boy Chow- 

Sarada Sundari Debi Gobindmani Debi 
Sarangapani v. Narayanasami • 

Sarapu Venkadesau v, Malai Isvaraiyya 
Sarasibala Debi v. Nand Lai Sen 
Sarasuti v. Mannu . • ... 

Sarasvati v, Pachanna Setti . • 

Saraswatl Dasi v, Dhanput Singh 

Saraswati Debi v, Nabadwip Chandra Gossain 
Sarat Chandra Roy v. Collector of Chittagong 
Sarat Soondary Dabea v, Anund Mohun Surma Ghnt- 
tack. 

Sarat Sundari Debi v, Paresnarain Roy 

• V, Prosonno Coomar Tagore . 

• V, Secretary of State for India 

• V. Surjakant Acharji Chowdhry 
V. Watson 

Sarat Sundari Debya v, Soorjya Kant Acharjya . 
Saravana Tovan v, Muttayi Ammal . 

Sarawak and Hindustan Banking and Trading Com- 
pany. In the matter of, 

Sarboree Kanto Bhuttacharjee v, Anadya Kanto Bhutta- 
charjee. 

Sardhari Lai. In the matter of the petition of . 
Sardowan v. Hurbuns Narain Singh . 

Sarifunnissa v, Inayet Hossein .... 

Sarju Prasad v, Beni Madho .... 
Sarkies v, Bundhoo Baee ..... 
V, Kali Coomar Roy . • . • 

Prosonomoyee Dossee . • 

■■ V, Sangram Singh .... 

Sarnam Tewari v, Sakina Bibi .... 

Saroda Churn Chuckerbutty v, Mahomed Isuf Meab 
Saroda Mohun Roy Chaodhri v. Dakhina Mohun Roy f 
Chaodhri. I 


10B.L. R., 397: 19 W. R.,) 

. 280. j 

I. L. R., 8 All., 366 

13 W. R., Cr., 35 
2 N. W., 143 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 81 : L. R.,' 
1.3 T A 44 

2 B. L.‘r*’a,‘c., 333:11 W. 
R., 255. . 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 137, note 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 567 . 

1 Mad., 1 . 

5 B. L. R., 389 . 

I. L. R.. 2 All., 134 . 

3 Mad., 258 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 431 : 12 
L. R, 12. 

6 B. L. R., 380 . 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 3 

I. L.R.,5CaIc.,273:4C. L ) 
R., 448. i 

8B. L. R., 113: 16 W. R.,*) 
P. C. 9. i 

6 B. L. R., 677. : 16 W. R., 
P. C., 20 : 13 Moore’s 1. A,, 
607. 

1 L. R., 11 Cak, 784 . 

3B. L. R., Ap., 63:11W.7 
R,. 397. j 

2 B. L., A. C., 169 

26 W. R., 242 .. . 

6 Mad., 371 

I. L. R.. 4Calc., 704 : 3 C. L.-} 
R., 681. ) 

12 B. L. R.,Ap., 10:20 W.l 

R., 226. ) 

13 B.L. R., Ap., 40 : 22 W.} 

R., Cr., 10. ) 

11 W. R., 264 .. • 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 416:6] 
W. R., 88. •> 

I. L. R., 6 All., 6 . ; 

1 N. W., Pt. VI, p. 81 : Ed. ] 
1873, 172. ^ 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 98 . ’ 

1. L. R.,6Calc.,794:8C.L.5 
R., 76. ( 

6 B. L. R., 678, note 14 W ., } 
R.,194. ) 

I. L. E., 3 All., 37 
I. L. E., 3 All., 417 '• 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 376 • • 

I. L. R., 13Calc.,308:L.E.,^ 
13 I. A., 84. > 


314, 1421 
2292,2623 
6046 
6164 

5471, 6482 


2476, 2644 
6124 
916 
3993 
338,2320 
3114 

1840,4466 

6004 

1666 

1767 

1189,1620 


293, 740 
1764 


170,171 

1317, 1831 
4865 
1442 


2726 

424,442 

2630 

628 

1659, 1676 
1709,1761 
6900 



6712 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Numo of CaHO. 


Saroda Mohun Koy Cliowdhry v, Shama Soonduree 

Dossec. ) 

V. Shibopooree Dossee 

Sarodapersad Roy Chowdhry v. Nobinchand Dntt 
Sarodapershad Cbattopadhya v. Brojonath BLutta- ( 
charjee. ^ 

Saroda Pershad Gangnli v, Pahali Mabanti 
Sarodapershad Mitter v, Kylasb Chunder Baoerjee 

Saroda Prasad Mullick v. Lacbmipat Singh Dugar ^ 

Saroda Prosad Gangooly v, Prosonno Coomar Sandial 

V, Taruck -Chunder Bhutta-") 

charjee. 3 

Saroda Prosaud Mullick v. Lutchmeeput Sing Doogur ^ 

Saroda Soondery Debea v.' Wootna Churn Sircar . 

Saroda Soondery Dossee v, Tincowry Nundy 


Saroda Soonduree Debee v. Hazee Mahomed Mnndul 
Saroda Soonduree Dossia v, Muddun Mohun Shaba 
Saroda Soondury Dossee v. Doyamoyee Dossee 
Sarstedt v, Agra Bank ...... 

Sarsuti v. Kunj Behari Lai . . • . • 

Sarubai v, Bapu Narhar ...... 

Sarupi v. Mukhram ...... 

Sarwan Singh. In re i .... 

Sashachellum Chetty v, Gobindappa .... 

Sashadry Aiyangar v, Peria Natchiar alias Parwatha ^ 
Vurthani Natchiar. ) 

Sashannah Cbetti v. Ramasamy Chetti 

Sashi Bhusan Banerjee v, Tarachand Kar . . ^ 

Sashi Bhusan Dutt v. Jadu Nath Dutt 

Sashti Charan Chatterjee v. Tarak Chandra Chatterjee | 

Sasta Kooer v, Kundun Lai ..... 

Satapa valad Dan Dongre v, Karbasapa 

Satbhawan v. Sahoo Banaraseo Doss .... 

Satcowree Singh v. Kristo Bangal .... 

Satcowrie Sein v. Gobind Chunder Sein 
Satish Chunder Rai Chowdhuri v, Thomas . 

Satku valad Kadir v, Ibrahim valad Mirza 
Satnarain Singh. In the matter of the petition of 
Satoor V, Satoor ....... 

Satooram Mojoomdar v. Peonath Baneijee . 

Satracberla v. Setarama . .... 

Satrakumaji o. Yisram Hasgavda . \. 

Satto Saran Ghosal v. Tarini Charan Ghose 
Sattyanand Ghosal v. Zabir Sikdar .... 

Satyamoni Dassi v, Bhuggobutty Churun Chuttopadhya . 

Satyasaran Ghosal v, Bhairab Chandra Brahmo 

— V. Mahesh Chandra Mitter 

Saudamini Daai v. Thakomani Debi . 



• 

Column 

Volume nnd Pa^o. 

of 

Di finest. 

7 W. K., 209 .. . 

478 

24 W. R., 35 . . . 

166.3 

Marsh., 417: 2 Hay, 627 

568 

I. L. R., oCalc., 910:6 0. L.T 
R., 195. 3 

3173 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 913 . 

646 

7 W. R., 315 .. . 

4283 

9 B. L. R., Ap., 23. note : 18 ( 
W. R , 89. 1 

1207, 2696 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 290: lO C.^ 
L. R.. 223. > 

1352, 1390 

2 C. L. R , 325 * . 

5310 

10 B. L. R., 214: 17 W. R., ^ 
289 : 14 Moore’s I. A., 529 ) 

434, 1892 

5481 

3 W. R„ S. C. C. Ref., 17 . 

6286 

1 Hyde, 70 ... 

2835 

1 Hyde, 223 

287, 2.531 

5 W. R., Act, X, 78 . 

3036 

24 W. R., 162 .. . 

4665, 4666 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 938 . 

3370, 3399 

12 Bom., 268 

4752 

I. L. R., 5 All., 345 

4470, 4877 

I. L R.. 2 Bom., 660 . 

4569 

2 N W., 227 

2285 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 149 . 

2033 

5 Mad., 451 . . • 

1812 

8 Mad., 94 • • 

2075 

4 Mad., 7 . 

1093 

3B. L. R., A. C., 329: 11 ) 
W. R., 653. 3 

5823 

L L. R., U Calc., 652 . 

3849, 3850 

8 B. L. R., 315 : 15 W. R.. ^ 
F. B., 9. 3 

169 

8 W. R., 369 .. . 

6100 

7 Bom., A. C., 21 . 

483 

2 N. W., 365 .. . 

424 

IIW. R., 629 . 

3288, 3289 

2 Ind. Jur, N. S.. 56 '. 

2547 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 658 . 

6483 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 457 . 

5262 

I. L. R., 3 AIL, 392 . 

6258 

2 Mad., 8 . . . . 

• 5210 

10 W. R , 424 . 

336 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 61 . 

635 

I. L. R., 2 Bora., 97 . 

4794 

3 B. L. R., A. C.. 287 . 

5135 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 119 • 

2691 

1 0. L. R., 466 . 

479 

2 B. L. H.. A. C., 196 : 11 ) 
W. R., 80. \ 

3607 

2 B. L. R., P. C., 23 : 12) 
Moore’s I. A.. 263 : 11 W. > 
R., P. C., 10. J 

1581, 3067 
6357 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 114 . 

2886 



TAliLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6713 


Kamo of Case. 


Saudamini Debee v. Anand Chandra Haidar 


Saudamini Debi v. Sarup Chandra Roy 


Saunders. In the goods . . . 

' V. Nga Shoay Geen • 

V. Romanath Paul 

Savaklal Karsandas v» Ora Nizmuddin 
Savalgiapa Yirbasapa v, lias van apa Basapa 
Savanta. In re . . * . 

Sava Ramji o. Jadhavji Nathu. Ex parte Ga 
Savi V, Chand Sickdar .... 
— V, Issur Chunder Mundul , 


tnble 


Volume and Page. 


f 7 B. L. R., 178, note : 13 W. 
I R., 37. 

( 8 B. L R., Ap., 82 ; 17 W. 
i R , 363. 

. 6 N. W., 62 . . , 

. 8 W. R., 3 

. 1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 395 . 

. 8 Bom., O. C., 77 

. 10 Bom., 399 

. I. L. R., 6 Bom., 137 . 

. 2 Bom., 150 : 2nd Ed., 142 

. Marsh., 348: 2 Hay, 438 
. 20 W. R.. 146 . 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


j 3839 

I 2973 

! 131 

. 2835. .3083 

•4523 
52,6135 
5279 
5512 
424 
563 
4928 


V, Jeetoo Meeah 

V, Mohesh Chunder Bose 

V. Obhoy Nath Bose 

V. Punch anun Roy 

Savitriava w. Anandrav 
Savitribai v. Luximibai 
Sayji bin Satu v. Patlu 
Sawantee'v. Sewa Ram 
Sawruth Pandey v. Basdeo Singh 

Sawruth Sing v, Bhcenuck Sahoo 
Sayaji v. TJmaji 

Sayaji bin Niinbaji v. Ramji bin Langapa 
Saya Loo v. Nga Paw Loo 

Sayama Kumar Roy t?. Jan Mahomed 

Sayama Lai Dutt v. Saudamini Dasi 
Sayef Ali v. Mahomed Jowad Ali 
Sayefoollah Khan v. Chaya Khakoor 
Scanlan v, Herrold • 

Schiller v, Finlay 
■ ' V. Marker . 

Schillizi & Co. v. Cox, Steel, & Co. 

Schlaepfer, PUtz, & Co. v. Eastern Bengal Rail 


way > 
) 

Mudoosoodun ^ 


Company. 

Scinde, Punjab, and Delhi Bank v. 

Chowdhry. j 

Scott V. Finlay 
V. Ricketts 
— t). Scott 
Seale v. Brown 
Sealy v. Ramnarain Bose . 

Secretary of Ferry Fund Committee v. Ward 
Secretary of State for India. In the matter of thc| 

petition of. j 

— — V. Abdul Hakkim Khan . 

" — V. Administrator General ^ 

of Bengal. 3 

— V. Anand omoyi Debi 

~ V. Aratboon . 


Marsh., 186 : W. R., F. B.,") 
59 : 1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 80 : I 
1 Hay, 451. ) 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 29 
2 W. R., Act X, 27 

25 W. R., 603 . . I 

12 Bom., 224 • 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 573 . 

8 Bom., A. C., 139 
2 N. W., 35 . . . 

2 Agra, 168 

14 B. L. R., 422 note : 12 W. 
K., 522. 3 

3 Bom., A. C., 27 . 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 446 

6 W. R., Civ. Ref., 4 : 

4 B. L. R., F. B., 134 : 13 W. ^ 

R., F. B., 21. ) 

5 B. L. R., 362 . 

7 W. R., 196 . - . 

18 W. R., 532 . 

10 W. R., 295 .. . 

8B.L. R., 544 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 283 . 

17 W. R., 545 . 

21 W. R., 380 . . . 

Bourke, 0. C., 322 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 386 
I. L. R., 9 Mad., 356 . 

7 Mad., 394 

I. L. R., 1 All., 710 . 

4W. R., Cr., 22 . 

Marsh., 89 : 1 Hay, 155 

2C. L. R., 461 . . 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 294 . 

1 B. L. R., 0. C., 87 . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 95 
I. L. R., 5 Mad., 173 . 


1641 

567 

2 

3813, 5178 
6765 
6593 

2412, 2423 
4144 
641,4814 
2291 

3919 

2993, 3341 
5813 
4742 

3708 

2117, 2526 
6120 
1632 
6615 
731, 1370 
4070 
5648 

4707 

1689 

598 
6023 
I 4441 
1948 
1615 
4612 

1492 

4392 

1672, 6991 

522 

1060 



6714 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pago. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Secretary of State for India v, Bombay Landing and 

Shipping Company* 

■ ■■ V, Hari IJhanji 

; V, Jamnadas . 

— V, Jagan Prasad 

“ v» Kamachee Boyo Sahiba 

- V, Khanzadi 

“ V, Khemchand Jeychand - 

- v» Marjum Hosein Khan . 
-* V. Muhammad Husain 

' V, Mutu Sawmy . i 

• V, Narayanan . 

• XK Nilamekam Filial 

- V, Nundun Lall 

- V. Nutija . . 

• V, Poran Singh 

- V. Radha Pershad Wasti . 

- V, Ram Ugrah Singh 

- V, Rashbehary Mookerjee ^ 

' V. Sassoon 

• V. Sham Bahadoor . 

• V. Sheo Singh Rai . 

• V. Vira Rayan 

Seebsaugor Tea Co. In the matter of 
Seedee Nazeer Ali Khan v, Ojoodhya Ram Khan 
Seedich Ghosaul v, Apcar . , 

Scedick Dhoosal v, , 

Sees Ram v, Chait Ram . 

Seeta Kulwar v, Jugurnath Pershad . 

Seetal Kisto Roy v. Gosseenath Shah 
Seetanath Bose v. Sham Cband Mitter 
Seetanath Ghose v. Madhub Narain Roy Chowdhry 
Seetanath Mundul y, Anund Chunder Roy 
Seetaput Roy v. Ali Hossein • 

Seetaram. In the goods of 

V, Dhunnook Dharee Sahye 

V, Juggobundboo Bose 

„ ■ - „ i.— 1.— V, Kishun Dass alias Kishnaram 

p, Kummeer Ali .... 

Seetaram Gossaiu v, Fakeer Chand Cbuckerbutty 
' Seetaram Gower v. Golucknath Dutt . 

Seetaram Mookeijee o. Ramnarain Mookerjee 
Seetaram Sahoo v. DaCosta 

V. Golam Sahoo Bahadur . 

* Sheo Gholam Sahoo 

V, Sheo Golam Sahoo 

V, Shewgolam Sahoo 

Seetul Bahoo v. Hurkishen Doss . • 

Seetul Pershad v, Birj Mohun Dass • 

V. Doolhin Badam Konwur 

• V. Hur Chund Sahoo . 

' V. Mahomed Eureem Khan 


6 Bom., Oi C., 23 • 952, 6042 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 273 . 6219 

1. L. R., 6 Bom., 737 . 4391 

I. L. R., 6 AIL. 148 . 664 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 662 . 433 

7 Moore’s I. A., 476 . 67, 2322 

6 B. L. R., 812 . ‘ . 2048 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 432 . 407, 4392 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 359 . 184, 6371 

1 Mad., 360 * . • 1201,2732 

4B. L.R.. Ap., 84: 13 W. 317,3150 

R., 246. 

1. L. R., 8 Mad., 130 ; 3598 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 406 . 2069 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 436 . 4304 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 163 . . 331,3069 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 740 . 2038 

9 C. L. R., 189 . . 1589 

I. L. R.. 7 All.. 140 . 2873, 6007 


1. L. R., 9 Calc., 691 : 12 C. 

5364 

L. R., 27. 


I. L. R., 1 Bom., 613 . 

L L. R., 10 Calc , 769 . 

. 2967 

2949 

I. L. R., 2 AIL, 766 . 

1370 

( 3446,4178 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 175 . 

; 4230 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 257 . 

953 

8 W. R., 399 . / . 

. 4686, 6138 

Bourke, 0. C., 418 

2685 

Bourke, 0. C., 391 

. 2686 

2 Agra, 266 

. 38 

3 Agra, 170 • 

, 4810 

Marsh,, 466 

. 4934 

17 W. R., 418 . 

. 4 

IW. R.,329 

482 

16W.R., 5 

3495 

24 W. R., 11 

. 797, 1931 

4 N. W., 60 

679 

Hay, 260 

2128 

2 W.'R., 167 

1738 ' 

3 Agra, 402 

1714 

16 W. R., 250 . 

1361 

16 W. R., 433 . 

2300 

Marsh., 174; 1 Hay, 378 

. 3144, 4338 

6 W. R., 61 

1766 

12 W. R., 294 . 

4616 

18 W. R., 326 . 

773 

18 W. R., Cr., 34 . 

668 

19 W. R., 183 . 

. 782, 6626 

18 W. R., Cr., 62 

6612 

5 W. R., P. C., 76 

1781 

Agra, 26 

80 


I. A., 268. 
1 Agra, 263 
5 N. W., 164 


4234 

4824 

763 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6716 


Name of Case. 


Seetul Pershad Mitterv. Junmejoy Mullick 
Seetul Pershad Singh v. Gour Dyal Singh • 

Seetnl Singh v, Luchmim Singh 
v. Sooruj Buksh Siqgh . 


" V. Thakoor Tewary 

Seith Gobin Dass v. Eanchore alias Rughobcer 
Seith Hur Lall v. Manickpal . . • 

Seith Kishen Chand Kour Askunder Gir 
Sekunder Mondul v. Nocowri Biswas 


Selam Sheikh v, Baidonath Ghatak 

Selamnt v, Mowla Buksh 
Sengamalatharamal v, Yalaynda Mudali • 
Sengotha v. Ramasami • . • • 

Sennandan v, Kollkiran .... 
Sennay Poorasay Hindu JanonookoolaNidhi if, 
Ammal. 

Senra Disai Yenra Jagath Yirarama Dhikku 
Setburayar if. Annasami Ayyar. 

Senuk Kachee v. Oree Doobey • 



Sepahee Singh v. Chundun 

Serajgunge Jute Company v. Sorabdeo Akoond . 

Seraj Mundul v. Bistoo Chunder Roy . . * 

Serajool Huq v, Keramatoollah . • • . 

: If. Roy Luchmeeput Singh 

Serumah Umah v. Palathan Yitil Mary a Coothy Umah 

Seru Mohun Bania v. Bhagobau Din Paudey 

Seshadri v, Krisnnau 

Seshadri Ayyaugar v. Sandanam 

Seshaiya v. Gouramma • 

- ' ■ V, Kandaiya 

Seshathri Ayyengav if. Sankara Ayen 
Seshayiyangar v. Rughunatha Row 
Sesbayyangar v, Jainulavadin . 

• V, Sesbayyangar . 

Seshayyar v. Pappuvaradayyangar 
Setarama Krishna Rayudappa Ranga Rao v. Yijaya| 
Rama Gajapaty. ) 

Seta Rama Kristna Rayudappa Ranga Rao t;. Jagunti 
Sitayamma Garu. ) 

Seth Dhunraj v. Secretary of State for India 


Seth Gokiil Dass Gopal Dass if. Murli 

Seth Gujmul v. Cbahee Kowar . 

SethJaidial v. Seth Sitaram • • 

Seth Lakhmi Chand v. Seth Jndra Mull • 

Seth Mulchand Badharsha v. Bai Mancha • 
Seth Oodey Kurrun v. Chait Ram 


Volume and Pago. 


Colnroii 

of 

Digest. 

12 W. R., 244 . 


326 

1 W. R., 283 

5 

2087, 2188 


1 

5213 

3 N. W. 23 


2919 

6 W. R., 318 

1 N. W., Part II, p. 31 ; 

Ed.^ 

3378 

667 

1873, 89. 

3 

3 N. W., 324 

. 

2203 

3 N. w., m 

. 

4012 

1 N. W., 95 : Ed. 1873, 

146 . 

3496 

lie. L. R.,547 . 

. 

4610 

3 B. L.-R., A. C., 312 
W. R., 217. 


4458,4826 

6 W. R., 194 

, 

3658 

3 Mad., 312 


2492 

L L. R., 7 Mad., 241 


2782 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 208 

• 

. 1771 

8 Mad., 193 

• 

921 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 369 . 

• 

793 

2 N. W., 241 


371 

2 N. W., 160 : Agr^ F 
Ed. 1874, 213. 


1429, 4851 

25 W. R., 252 . 


1104 

7 W. R., 459 


. 635 

19 W. R., 88 


298 

20W. R.,242 . 


1143 

15 W. R., P. C., 47 


1341,2223 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 602 


5250 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 192 


5962 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 146 


3689 

4 Mad., 336 


2241 

2 Mad., 249 


2022 

7 Mad., 296 


4809 ‘ 

5 Mad., 346 


•2787 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 66 


4345, 4630 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 143 


5269 

I. L. R,, 6 Mad., 185 


1714 

3 Mad., 31 . 


4402 

3 Mad., 67 • 


3374,3679 

1 N. W., 118: Ed. 
204. 

1873, 1 

3790,4422 

I. L. R.. 3 Calc., 602 : 
L. R., 156 : L. R., 6 
78. 

2G.-) 
I. A, i 

1076, 1096 
2708,4029 

L. R., 2 I. A., 34 

L. R., 8 I. A., 216 

• 

4649 

4B. L. R., P.C., 31: , 13 W. 


B., I. C., 36 : 13 Moore's 

1726 

I. A., 365. 

) 

I. L. R., 7 Bora., 491 


2511 

2 Agra, 125 

• 

5376 



6716 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 




Seth Samar Mall v, Choga Lall . 

Sethu V, Nayana 

V, Venkatarama .... 

Seto Lachmee Chuad v, Seto Zorawur Mull 
Seton t>. Bijohn ..... 

Setrucherla Ramabhadra Rnja Bahadur Vairichcrla 
Sarlanarayana Raju Bahadur. 

Settiappan v. Sarat Singh 
Seva Lall v. Mahomed .... 

Seva Ram v, Ali Bakhsh .... 

Sevinthia Pillay v. Mootoosawmy 
Sevvaji Vijaya Raghunadha Valoji ‘Kristnan Gopaldar*^ 
V, Chinna Nayana Clietti. ) 

Sewak Ram v. Ram Bhawaii Ojha 
Sewa Ram v. Risal Chowdhry 
Sew Bux Bogla v, Shib Chunder Sen . . 


Shaboo Majee v, Noorai Mollah 

Shabudin Mahomed v. Hirnak Rajnak 
Shadal Khan v. Amin-ulla Khan 
Shadee Lai v. Bhawanee . 

Shadee Ram Surma . • 

Shadhoo Jha v, Bhugwan Chunder Opadhia 

Shadhoo Singh v. Ramanoograha Lall 

Shadhoo Suran v. Bhuggoo Lall 
Shadi V, Ganga Sahai 

Shadulla Howladar v. Empress . 

Shafi-uddin v. Lochan Singh 
Shafkatunissa v. Shib Sahai 

Shahabooddeen v. Futteh Ali . 

Shahaboodeen t>. Naduroojuma . 

Shahaboodeen Chowdhry v, Raragiitty Cbuckerbutty 
Shah Ahmed Sujad v. Taree Rai 
“ Shah Callander.” In the matter of the ship 
Shaheb Tewaree v» Kisboree Sahoj Singh 

Shahebzadi Begum v. Himmat Bahadur 

Shahiram v. Shib Lai 
Shah j an Bibee v» Shib Chunder Shaba 

Shah Makhanlal v. Srikrishna Singh . 


Shah Muhammad v. Kashi Das 
Shah Sahib. In the matter of • 
Shahunshah Begum v, Fergusson 
Shahye Royree v. Barton . 

Shair Mull v, Singaravelu Mudali 
Shakaram Mahadev v» Hari Krishna . 
Shakur Mahomed v, Chunder Mohun Sha 

Shalgram v. Kubirun 



Column 

Volume and Page, 

of 

Digest. 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 421 : L. R., 1 
6 I. A., 238. > 

2067 

I. L. R„ 7 Mad., 577 . 

3310 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 112 . 

3554 

6 Moore’s I. A., 204 

4645 

8 B. L.R.,255:17 W. R.,165 

430, 4127 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 314 . 

3979 

3 Mad., 220 ... 

3242 

2 Agra, 160 • 

6157 

I. L. R.. 3 AIL, 805 . 

16H8 

8W. R., 2 . 

663 

10 Moore’s I. A., 151 

4193, 6001 

1 Agra, 212 

538 

1 Agra, 144 

4537 

I. L. R.. 13 Calc., 225 . 

6418,5962 

B. L. R, Sup. Vol., 691 : 7 1 
W. R., 3S6. i 

5675 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 47 . 

5846 

I L. R., 4 All., 92 

5054 

2N. AV., 52 

3271, 3331 

2 Agra, 110 

4902 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 75 : 5 W. 

R., Act X, 17. 

3076, 6185 

9 W. R., 83 

140, 158 
1644 

12AV. R.,98 

4950 

I. L. R., 3 All., 538 . 

. 823 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 875 : 12 C. 

L. R., 606. 

399 

I. L. R., 2 AIL, 94 

4954 

I. L. R., 4 AIL, 171 

B. L. R., Sup. VoL, 646 : 2) 

4878 

Ind. Jur., N. S., 135 : 7 ^ 
W. R., 260. ) 

5314 

12 W. R., 44 . . . 

3419 

9 W. R., 656 

4468, 5411 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 343 . 

319 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 263 . • 

3782, 5642 

24 W. R., 330 .. . 

4911 

4 B. L. R., A. C., 103: 127 

2735, 3637 

W. R., 612. j 

3693, 3700 

I. L. R., 7 All., 378 . ^ 

4836, 5430 
6700 

22 W. R., 314 . 

2 B. L. R.,P.C,44 : 11 W. •) 

3679 

510, 1577 
4020, 4187 

R., P. C., 19: 12 Moore’s V 
I. A., 167. 

I. L. R., 7 All., 199 

5238 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 19 

6178 

1. L. R., 7 Calc., 499 

741, 4123 

Marsh., 250 : 2 Hay, 14 

3076 

I. L. K., 6 Mad., 294 . 

1665 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 113 

4314 

21 W. R., Cr., 38 

3864 

3 B. L.R.,A. C..61: 11 W. 

R., 400. 

4928 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6717 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Shama Charan Cbatterji v, Madhub Cbandra Mookerji. 
Sbamaebaran Das t? Joyenoolah . • • . 

Sbama Cbaran Gbose v, Taraknath Mukbopadbya 
Shama Cbaran Neogi v, Nabin Chandra Dhoba . ^ 

Sbama Churn Audhicaree Byragee JRoop Doss Byragee 
Shama Churn Bhutt v. Payne & Co. . • • . 

Shama Churn Bose v. Bhola Nath Dutt . • 

Shama Chum Chatterjee v, Boidonath Banerjee . 
V. Prosono Coomar Santikaree . 

Shama Churn Chuckerbutty v, Bindabun Chunder Roy | 

Shama Chum Dey v. Chunder Coomar Mookerjee 
Shama Chum Ghoso v. Radha Kristo Chaklanuvis 
Shama Churn Haider v. Behareo Lall Koilay 
Shama Churn Lall v. Collector of Tirhoot . . 

Shama Churn Mullick. In the goods of 

sbama Churn Singh v. Protab Coomar Ghossal 
Shamadanissa Beebee v. Ferasutoollah Sirdar 
Shama Kant Bundopadhya. In the matter of 
Shama Keshee v, Raj Kishore . 


Shamanund v. Nund Koomar 


I 


• Ramavatar Pandey 
Shamanund Surma w. Shumbhoo Chunder Doss . 
Shama Persliad Roy Chojvdhry v, Hurro Pershad Roy ( 
Chowdhry. ^ \ 

Shamapuddo Dutt v. Nobin Chunder Bose . 

Shama Puddo Moitro v, Dinonath Bagchee . 

Shama Sankar Biswas. In the matter of . 
Sliaraasankar Mazumdar. In the matter of the petition*) 
of. j 

Shama Soondary v. Hurro Soondary . . . ^ 

Shama Soonderee Djabeo v, Prosonno Coomar Tagore. 
Shama Soonderee Dehea 6. Jardine, Skinner, & Co. 
Shama Soonderee Dossee v. Bindabun Chunder Mo- } 
zoomdar. J 

Shama Soondery Debia v. Jardine, Skinner, & Co. 
Shamasoondory Debea v, Bejoy Gobind Bural 
Shama Soondery Dossea v. Tarinee Chum Singh . 
Shamasoondery Dossee v. Kartick Churn Mitter . 
Shama Soonduree v, Shurut Chunder Dutt . ■ . 

Shama Soonduree Chowdhrain v, Jumoona Chowdhrain 
Sharaasoonduree Debia v. Binode Lall Pakrashee 

— V, Collector of Maldah 

t,. Degumburee Debia 

^ Digamburee Debia 

V. Kristo Chunder Roy 

* V. Mallyut Mundul 

V, Puresh Narain Roy 

• : V. Rohimooddeen Sirdar 

Shamasundari Debi v. Dukhu Manual 

^ u, j ardine, Skinner, & Co. 


I. L. R., 11 Calc , 93 


813,4467 

I. L. R., IJL Calc., 750 • 


4798, 4799 
4850 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 115 


5777 

B B. L. R., Ap., 1 : 15 W. 
239. 

R..> 

3 

4824 

6 W. R., 68 

18 W. R.. 292 

6 W. R.,Civ. Ref,9 . 
IIW. R., 2 . . 

5 C L R., 251 . 

B. L. R., Slip. Vol., 892 
W. R., 181. 

I. L..K.. 8 Calc., 677 . 

14 W. R., 210 . 

14W. R., 443 . 

1 W. R., 308 

. 2338 

5891 
6277 
52S7 
5025 

51.31,5133 

5142 

4571 

243 

1380 

328^ 

4662 

: 9'^ 

3 


1. L. R., 1 Calc., 62 : 24 W. •) 
li., 206. 3 

20 W. B., 292 . 


2732 

2 C. L. B., 23 . 


4991 

14 W. B., Cr., 69 . 

/ 

2925 

14 W. B., 179 . 


485 

3 Asrfa, 290 : Agra, F. B.; Ed. 1 
1874, 153. 3 

6745 

1 Agra, Rev., 1 . • 

. 

4902 

7 W. R., 205 


795 

3 W.R..r.C.,ll: lOMoore’s-) 
I. A., 203. S 

3877 

15 W. R., 283 


796 

25 W. R., 108 . 


4294 

1 B. L. R., S. N.. 16 . 


1853 

9 B. L. R., Ap., 45 

! 

1806, 4489 
6255 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 348 : 8 
L. R., 528. 

0.J 

309 

1 W. R., 114 


67 

7 W. R., 376 


1907 

Marsh., 199 : 1 Hay, 574 


4933* 

6 W. R., Cr., 10 . 


4501 

W. R , 1864, 331 . 


6267 

3 \V. K., 194 


3418 

Bouike, 0. C., 326 


2457 

8 W. K., 500 


2607 

24 W. R., 86 


2208, 2488 

14 W. R , 396 , 


1889 

12 W. R„ 164 . 


1994, 4192 

21 W. R., 368 ; 


325 

13 W. R., 1 


161.6171 

13W. R., 316 . 


2974 

IIW. R., 101 . > . 


3789 

20 W. R., 182 . 


2879 

24W. R., 71 


4409 

2 B. L. R., A. C , 227 . 


3789 

3B. L. R., Ap., 120: 
W. R., 160. 

la', 

J 

4299 



6718 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Shamnsundari Debi v. Sital Khan 

Shaxnasunduri Dabi v. Nobin Chunder Kolya 
Shama Sunker Chowdhrj v. Sreenath Baiierjce 

Shaxnasunkur Mozoomdar v, Anundmoyee Dassya 

Sham Bagdee v, Fukeer Cband Bagdee 
Shambhu Nath Nath v. Earn Chandra Shaba 
Sham Chand Bysack v, Bungo Chunder Chatterjee 

> " ■■ V, Kishen Prosaud Surma 

V, Lucas 

Sham Chand Ghose t, E^m Krishto Bewrah 
Sham Chand Giree. In the matter of ijhe petition of 
Sham Chand Koondoo v. Kally Kanth Boy 
Sham Chand Kundu v, Brojonath Pal Chowdhry . 
SJmm Chand Mitter v, Juggut Chunder Sircar 
Snam Chund Doss v. Cox .... 

Sham Chunder Adhicary v, Sobin Bhoopal Sing . 

Sham Chund Ghose Mundul v. Doyamoyee Mundulnee 
Sham Chund* Mitter. In the matter of 

Sham Churn Auddy v, Tariney Churn Baneijee . 

Sham Churn Koondoo v. Dwarkanath Kubeeraj . 
Sham Coomar Roy v, Juttun Bibee . 

Shamdanee v, Bhojoo Ram .... 
Sham Doss n. Bhola Doss . • • . 

Shamee Mahomed v, Prodhan Palee . • 

Shamee Mahomed Sircar v. Brinda Mundle . « 

Shami Mohammed v, Mohammed Ali Khan . 

Shamjee Nashyo. In the matter of . 

Shamjha v, Doorga Roy ..... 
Shamkant Baneijee v, Gopal Lai Tagore 
Shamkaran v, Piari . . . • ' . 

Sham Kishore Mundle v. Shoshibhoosun Biswas . 

Sham Kishore Shaw v. Cowie 
Sham Kuar v. Gaya Din . 

Sham Lai v. Bahadoor Ali 

V, Banna • 

- — V, Hira Chand 

■ " ' — V, Kanabia Lai . 

Shamlal Das. In the goods of 

Sham Lall alias Shama v, Anuntee Lall 

ShamLall Ghose v. Boistub Chum Mozoomdar 

Muddiin Gopal Ghose . 

^ — V. Sekulider Khan . 

Sham Lall Sahoo v, Afsuroonissa 
V. Hady Bunjara . 

Sham Lall Sein v, Hurosoondry Gooptea 

Shamlall Set v, Huro Soonduree Goopta • 

Sham Lall Singh v. Radha Bibee 
Sham Manna v, Ramdyal Goohoo . 


8 B. L. R., Ap., 85, note : 

W. R., 474. . 

6 C. L. R., 117 . 

12 W. R., 364 . 

18 W. R.. Cr., 64 . J 

6 W. B., 222 .. . 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 267 . 
Marsh., 566 : 2 Hay., 663 

18 W. R., 4 : 14 Moore*8 I. A., 

695. ) 

5 W. R., Mis., 5 • 

19 W. R., 309 . . 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 243 . 

Marsh., 336: 2 Hay, 314 : 

12 B.L.R., 484:21 W.R.,94 
22 W. R., 60 . . . 

Cor., 82 ... . 


2973 

3047 

3818 

1806, 4489 
6255 
5280 
3211 
6765 

41, 2946 

3526 

1768 

5928 

3143 

6305, 6309 
4336, 6313 
- 4687 


I. L. B., 8 Calc., 397 : 10 
L. K., 419. 


739 

9 W. B., 338 

• 

1716 

lind. Jur.,N. S., 106 . 

• 

2921 

L L. R., ICalc., 422; 25 W.) 
R., 228. ) 

4570 

19 W. R., 100 . 


1615 

14 W. R., 448 . 


6378 

22 W. R., 44 


5927 

1 W. R., 324 


2843 

5 W. R., 178 


5767 

11 W. R., 100 .• 


3130 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 22: 11 W.^ 

3446, 3479 

R., 67. 

> 

4344 

1 C. L. R., 481 . 


6670 

7 W. R., 122 


4924 

1 W. R., 328 


67, 3186 

I. L. R., 5 All., 696 


3460 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 707 : 5 
L. R., 509. 

c. 

769, 4525 

2 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 7 


1395 

I. L. R., 1 All., 255 


2288 

7 W. H., 156 


1471 

I. L. R., 4 AIL, 296 


2433 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 3G7 


1516 

I. L. R., 4 All., 316 


3533 

5 B. L. R., Ap., 21 


085 

24 W. R., 312 . 


6767 

7 W. R., 407 


1614 

6 W. R., Act X, 37 


1610 

3 W. R., 182 


4206 

22W. R,184 . 


3725 

2 Hay, 622 


5185 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 36 : 6 W. 1 
R., 29. j 

1136, 2239 

6 W. R.* 29:1 Ind. Jur., 
S., 36. 

N.j 

1136, 2239 

4 C. L. R., 173 . 

. 

1834 

1 W. R., Mis., 3 • 

• 

677 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6719 


Name of Case. 


Shamnarain v. Administrator General of Bengal 
V, Court of Wards > 

Sham Narain Chowdhiy v. Court of Wards 
6ham Narain Lall v. KJiemajeet Matoe 

Sham Narain Singh v. Rughoobur Dyal 

Sh^m Narayan Lai v. Ehimajit Matoe 
Shamrav Pandoji v. Niloji Uamaji 
Shamrav Pandurang v» Trustees of Bhugvan Das Pur- 7 
shotom Das. ) 

Shamsonnessa Begum v» Love . . . • • 

Sham Soonder Bhuttacharjee v, Monee Ram Doss 
Sham Soonder Kooer Jumna Kooer 
Sham Soqudur Kooer v. Rajendur Misser . 

Sham Soondur Koonwar v. Rughoonath Suhaye . « 

Sham Suuder Daas v, Raheem 13uksh .... 
Shand & Co. v, Atnjakuri Adiuarayaua Chetti 

Shankara v, Hanma . 

Shankar Abaji Hoshing. In the matter of the petition *) 


of. 


Shank arapa Dargo Patel v. Danapa Virantapa 
Shankar Bapu v. Vishnu Narayan 
Shankavbhai Gulabbhai v» Kassibhai Vithalbhai 
Shankar Bbarati Svami v. Veukapa Naik 
Shankar Das v. Jograj Singh • , 

Shankar Dial v, Amir Haider . .• 

Simnkar Lai v. Sukhrani . 

Shankar Ramchandra v, Vishnu Anant 
Shanks v. Savage .... 

Shanmuga v, Meddleton . 

Shannon. In the matter of the petition of 
Shantapa v, Balapa . 

Shanti Lakshminarasamma v, Vepa Venkatramadas 
Shantomonee Gooptah Vm Sutto Bhama Gooptah . 
Shanto Teorni v. Belilios . . . . • 

Shapurji Jahangirji v. Superintendent of the Poona 
City Jail. * ) 

Shapuiji Jehangir v. Morgan 
Shapurji Jivanji v. Collector of Bombay 
Shapurji Nowroji Pochaji v. Bhikaiji . 

Sharafatunnissa v, Lachmi Narain 
Sharat Chunder Burmon v, Hurgobindo Burmon 

Sharat Chunder Ghose v, Kartick Chunder Mitter 

Sharat Sundari Dabia v. Bhobo Pershad Khan Cbowdhuri 
Sharman v. Gour Shah Bangally • 

Sharo Bibi v, Baldeo Das 

Sharoda Koomaree Dossee v. Mohinee Mohun Ghose 
Sharoda Moyee Burmonee v, Wooma Moyee Burmonee 


Sharodapersaud Mookerjee v, Bengal Indigo Co. . 
Sharoda Pershad Gangooly v. Raj Mohun Roy , . 

Sharoda Pershad Mookerjee v» Sreenath Mookerjee 
Sharoda Pershad Mullick Dhunput Singh , • 
Sharoda Pershad Roy v, Bholanalh Banerjee . • 

Sharoda Prosunno Mookerjee v, Bipeen Beharee Bose . 


Volume and Pago. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 

23 W. E., m . 



4189 

20 W. R., 197 . 

. • 


1567, 2298 
6762 

23 W. R., 432 . 



5183 

12 W. E.. P. B., 11 



4812 

I. L. E., 3 Calc., 608 : 1 C. L. ■) 
R., 343. 

2366, 3997 

4 B. L R., P. B., 1 



4807, 4812 

1. L. R., 10 Bom., 200 



5727, 5958 

5 Born., 0. 0., 163 



458 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 627 



433 

25 W. R., 233 . 



5282 

25 W. R., 148 



2164, 3255 

10 W. R., 390 . ■ 



3820 

11 W. R., 264 . 



225 

6 N. W., 252 



5467 

2 Mad., 193 



1061 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 470 



5224 

6 Bom., Cr., 69 . 



3611, 6028 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 604 



1620, 4012 

4 Bom., A. C., 79 

• 


4616 

9 Bom., 69 • • 

•• 


3442, 3975 

L L. R., 9 Bom., 422 

t 


2257 

I. L. R., 5 All., 599 



4802 

L L. R., 2 All., 752 

• 


226 

I. L. R., 4 All., 462 

• 

• 

5851 

I. L. R., TBom., 67 

• 


4778 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 177 



4517 

1 Mad., 443 



3845, 5686 

2 N. W., 79 



3861 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 561 



3933 

3 Mad., 237 



6691 

7 W. R., 34 



4184 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 151 



976 

12 Bom., 238 



3328 

4 Bom., A. C., 187 

• 

• 

655, 5659 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 483 

• 

• 

2961 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 242 

• 

• 

3367 

7 N. W., 288 


• 

3256,3267 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 510 



1177, 2879 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 810 : 
L. R., 455. 

12 C 

i 

998 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 101 



3421 

Marsh., 542 


. 

1367 

1 B. L. R., 0. C., 24 

• 


4671 

20 W. R., 272 . 



5323 

8W.R., 9 . 

• 

i 

333, 410 
1880 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 32 

• 


2817 

18 W. 165 . ' 



3803 

16W. R., 520 



4935 

19 W. R., 219 . 



4958 

IIW. R.,441 



1099 

13 W. R., 71 



1596 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Sharoda Sbondari Debia v, Gonee Sheik 
Sharoda Soonduree Debee Gobind Monee alias 
Soonduree Dabee. 

Shashi Bhusan Chuckrabutty. In the matter < 
petition of. 

Shashi Bhusban Bhadury. In re 

Sha Sufi Sufila v. Official Trustee of Bengal . 

Shathuk Paul v, Gudadhur Hoy 
Shatyanundo Gbosal v. Camijerdown Pressing Co. 
Shauukara Subbien v, Vellayan Chetty 
Shaw V. Bill ...... 

— V, Subramier ..... 

Shayama Sunduri Dasi v. Watson & Co. 

Shearman v» Fleming . • • 

Shebosoonduree Debea v. Mahomed Ali 
Sheeb Chunder Bhuttacharjee v, Saadut Ally Khan 
Sheeb Chunder Mahneeah v. Brojonath Aditya 
Sheeb Dyal Pauleet v, Dwarkanath Sookul . 

Sheeb Narain Roy v. Chidam Doss Byragee 
Sheebpershad Cbuckerbutty. In the matter of the pe- 
tition of. • j 

Sheelabutty Debik v, Tarinee Churn Chuckerbutty 
Sheen Johnson 


Sheero Coomaree Dabee v. Kesbub Chunder Bose . 
Sheeroo Coomaree Dabee v, Mahatab Chund 


— — — V, Promothonath Mookerjee 

Sheetul Persbad v, Mahomed Kureein Khan 
Sheetnl Pershad Mitter v. Junmejoy Mullick 
Shekari Varma Valia Rajah v, Maugalom Amugar 
Shekhara Paniker v. Ravu Nayar 
Shemsulosman v. Bansidhar Dutt * . 

Sheobaran v. Bhairo Prasad 
Sheobbaros Rai v. Jiach Rai 
Sheoburn Lall v. Ram Purtap Singh , 

Sheoburrut Singh v, Lalljee Chowdhry 
Sbeoburt v, Dharee Tbakoor . • 

Sbeoeburn v, Bussunt Singh 

Sheo Chum Doss v. Ram pershad Tewarry 
Sheo Churn Kandoo v, Goodur Burn war 
Sheo Chum Lall v, Heera Lall . 

« V. Ram Surun Sahoo 

Sheo Churn Narain Singh v. Chukraree Pershad Narain ] 
Singh. ^ 

Sheo Churn Sahoo v, Cui-tis . . . . • 

Sheo Churn Singh v, Gorachand Ghose . • 

Sheo Churun Singh v, Fakera Doobay • . ( 

Sheo Dayal Mai v. Hari Ram ..... 
Sheo Dial v. Prag Dat Misr. In the matter of the 1 
petition of. i 

Sheo Dial Chaubey v. Collector of Gorakhpur 



Column 

Volame and Page. 

of 

Digest. 

low. R., 419 . 

3020 

■ 24W. R., 179 • 

249, 317 

1 1. L. R., 4 Calc., 623 . 

1273 , 

lB.L.R.,A.C.,45:10V\r.R.,> 

82. i 

4434 

L. R, 8 I. A., 197 

3326 

4 W. R., 100 

2772 

21 W. R., Cr., 43 . 

1267, 2924 

6 Mad., 179 ... 

5675 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 38 

1090 

5 Mad., 108 . 

2647 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 720 ; 11 C.-) 
1. R., 98. i 

1242 

5 B. L. R., 619 . . [ 

i730, 3200 
5644 

W. R., 1864, 137 . 

2018 

4W. R., Cr., 12 . 

4101 

14 W. R., 301 .. . 

3071. 5073 

2 W. R., Act X, 54 

3024, 4171 

6 W. K., Act X, 45 

4150 

17 W. R.,Cr.,46 

6508 

9 W, R., 697 • 

763 

l.L. R., 2All.,368 

4334 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 188 : 6 W. ■> 
R., 224. 3 

4956 

W. R., 1864, 380 

878 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 303 : 7 C. > 
L. R., 475. j 

681 

6N. W., 164 

765 

12 W. R., 244 

1723 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 67 

3767 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., h93 . 

3763 

7 B. L. R., Ap., 33 

1627 

I. L. R., 7 All., 880 

1.346, 1443 

I. L. R., 8 All., 462 . 

4546 

3W. R., ActX, 20 

4394 

13W. R., 202 

80 

2 Agra, Ft. II, 194 

2500, 3986 

3 N. W., 282 : Agra, F. B., 3 
Ed. 1874, 258. 3 

1658, 3003 

10 Moore’s I. A., 490 

2351 

3 Agra, 138 

1346 

lie. L. B.,637 . 

886 

16W. R., 49 

1143, 1925 

16W. R., 436 . 

4255 

3 W. R., 139 . 

4604 

3 W. R., Act X, 125 . 

6190 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 91 : 7 C. L. > 
R., 69. j 

6061 

I. L. R., 7 All., 690 . 

4798, 6136 

I. L. R., 3 AIL, 229 . 

4811 

I. L. R., 6 All., 264 . 

2091 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6731 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Pa^e. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Sheo Disht Narain Singh v. Ramesliar Dial . 
Sheodut Ram Tewary v, Ramadhree . 

Sheodyal Aheer v, Gool Mahomed Khan 
Sheo l)yal Pooree v. Mohabeer Pershad 
Sheodyal Singh v. Girbau Singh 

V, Hodgkinson . . • 

— v» Mahomed Kamil • 

Sheo D^al Tewaree v. Bishonath Tewaree . 
■ , ■ . — V, Judoonath Tewaree . 

Sheogholam v. Buddree Nath 

Sheo Gholam v. Ramjeawun Singh . 

Sheo Gholam Sahoo v. Rahut Hossein . . 
Sheo Gholam Sahu v. Khub Lall 
Sheo Gholam Singh v. Nursingh 
Sheo Gobind v. Sham Narain Singh . 

Sheo Gobind Uawut v, Abhai Narayan Singh 

Sheo Golara Larll v. Beni Prosad 
Sheogolam Sahoy v. Mohadeo Lall Sahoo 
Sheo Golam Singh v, Ramroop Singh . 


V. Roy Diirker Dyal’ 

V, Roy Dink dr Dyal 
Sheogolam Tewaree v. Paquera Misser 
Sheo Jaluu v. Guuesh . • 

Sheojuttun Roy v. Anwar Ali . 

Sheo Lall Bohree v. Mahomed . 

Sheo Lall Chowdbury v. Chunder Benode Oopadhya 
Sheo Lall Sahoo v. Rumzanee . • 

Sheo Narain Hira • . • 

" V, Jai Gobind 

V. Joogul Kishen Ram , 

Sheo Narain Bhuggut v. Budh Singh . 

Sheo Narain Singh v. Bishen Prosad Singh 

• V. Cboonee Bhuggut 

V, Khurgo Koerry 

Sheo Narayan Sing v, Harbaus Lai 

Sheonath alias Bui*ray Kaka v. Ramnath alias Chotay ^ 
Kaka. 


Sheonath Singh v. Ram Thul Rae 

Sheo Nauth Singh v. Bishonath Singh 
Sheo Nund Rai v, Mahanund Ram 
Sheo Nundun Pershad v. Mukdoom Buksh 
Sheo Nundun Singh v, Glmnsam Kooeree 
Sheonundun Singh v. Kahsa Kooer • 
Sheopal v, Deen Dyal 

* V, Khadim Hossein 

Sheopalul Singh v, Nabee Ashruf Khan 
Sheopal Singh v, Rai Seetaram . 

Sheo Partab Narain Singh v, Sheo Gholam 
Sheo Pergah Roy v, Injore Tewaree . 
Sheo Persad Jha v. Gunga Ram Jha . 


Singh 


I. L. R., 7 AIL, 188 


. 

2869 

IN. W., Pt. II, p. 
1873, 93. 

35: Ed.> 

4535 

2 N. W., 296 

, 


4826 

10 W. R., 477 . 



1736, 4473 

6 W. R., Cr., 73, 79 

, 


19 

24 W. R., 342 . 



1756, 6765 

3 Agra, Mis., 2 • 

. 


6916 



1209, 2444 

9 W. R., 61 . 

, 


2454, 2466 




2467 

4 N. W.. 36 

, 


4789 

5 N. W., 114 



4915 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 6 



. 544^ 

2 C. L. K., 206 . 



5449 

4 N. W., 120 



161,6171 

7 N. W., 75 

• 


1464, 2454 

5 B. L. R., Ap., 17 

, 


322, 6089 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 27 
R., 29. 

: 4C.L.1 

3 

1686 

18 w. u., no . 


• 

5755 

16 B.L. R., 34, note: 23 W.^ 
R., 25. ) 

4004 

21 W. R., 226 . 



3907 

12 W. R., 215 . 



4929 

3 Agra, 400 



46 

2 Agra, 237 



3530 

13 W. R., 189 . 



2737, 3710 

13 W. R., P. C., 4 



2005 

9 W. R., 686 



1408 

2 Agra, 35 . 



4536 

I. L. R., 7 All., 635 



4545 

1. L. R., 4 All., 281 



6101 

7 W. R., 327 



3181 

11 W. K., 423 . 



168 

10 C. L. R , 337 . 



2508,3400 

24 W. R., 299 ; 



6623 

IOC. L. R., 337 . 



2508, 3400 

5 B. L. R , 497 : 14 W. R 

.65 

795 

1 Iiid. Jur., N.S., 161: 5 W.) 


R.. P. C., 21 : 10 Moore’s [ 

353 

I. A., 413. 




1 N.W.,Pt. 11,39: 
97. 

Ed. 1873, ^ 

1 

567, 6119 

2 Agra, Pt. II, 191 



4579 

1 Agra, 45 . 




20 W. R., 364 . 


* • 

6105 

21 W. R., 143 . 

# 


87 

6 N. W., 179 

• 


2078 

6 N. W., 146 



3958 

7 N. \V., 220 



3443 

3 N. W., 342 



667 

3 N. W., 18 



4927 

I. L. R., 2 All., 875 



3144 

21 W. R., 433 . 



6810 

5 W. R., 221 



2392 



67213 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Sheopersad Singh v, Leela Singh 
Sheopershad Lall v, Thakoor Bai • . • 

Sheo Pershad Narain v. Collector of Monghyr 

Sheopershad Ram v, Thakoorpershad • 

Sheopershad Singh v, Gopal Lall 

■ V, Kally Dass Singh 

• V, Soorjbunsee Kooer 
Sheo Pershad Sookool v. Shunkur SaLoy 
Sheo Pershad Tewary v. Moleema Beehee . , 

Sheo Pertab Lai v. Issur Roy .... 

Sheo Pertab Narain Singh v, Hurshunker Pershad Singh 
Sheo Prasad v, Anrudh Singh 

"■ *■■■ V, Miller 

V. Udai Singh 

Sheoprokash Doss v. Joy ram Doss 
Sheo Prokash Misser v. Fukeer Roy 

— ■ — ■■ V. Hurdai Narain 

V, Ram Sahoy Singh 

Sheoproshad v. Jung Bahadoor • • . . 

Sheoprosun Misser o. Rajender Kishore Singh 
Sheo Prosunno Chobey v. Gopal Sum . 

Sheo Prosunno Singh v, Buldharee Lall 
Sh^ Prosun Singh v, Brojoo Sahoo . 

Sheo Purshun Ohobey v. Collector of Sarim 

Sheo Purshun Pandey v, Brun Pandey 
Sheopurshun Singh v, Rajendro Kishore Singh 
Sheoraj Kooer v, Nuckchedee Lall 
Sheoraj Nundun Singh v, Rajeoomar Baboo Deo Nun- 
dun Singh. 

Sheoraj Rai v. Kashi Nafh .... 
Sheoraj Singh v. Banwari Das . . . , ' 

, o. Collector of Moradabad 

— „ Legge ..... 

V, Nurkhan .... 

Sheoram Singh v. Sewak Ram .... 

Sheo Ratan v. Lappu Kuar .... 

Sbeo Ratan Kuar v, Mahipal Kuar 

Sheo Ratan Lai v. Chotey Lai .... 

Sheo Ratan Singh v, Sheo Sabai Misr 
Sheoruttungir v. Doorga . . . * # • 

Sheo Ruttun Koonwar v. Gour Beharee Bhukut . 

Sheo Ruttun Singh v, Phool Koomaree 
Sheo Sahae Panday v, Rutta Beehee . • . 

Sheo Sahai v, Ata Hossein .... 

Sheo Sahoy Pandey v. Ram Bhunjun Singh 
Sheo Sahoy Singh v, Bechun Singh . . 

V, Birj Behary Singh . 

Sheo Sahoy Tewaree v, Kampershad Narain Tewaree 


Volume and Page. 

Columu 

of 

Digest. 

12B, L. R., 188: 20 W. R.,1 
160. J 

1166 

3 Agra, 254 : Agra, F. B., Ed. ) 
1874, 163. > 

1471 

7 W. R., 6 . 

2338, 3565 
3666 

6 W. R., 103 

2084 

14 W. R., 276 

6271 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 643 : 5 C. 

L. R., 138. 

619, 3069 

24 W. R., 281 

4157 

16W. R., 190 . 

1434,4309 

1 N. W., 63 : Ed. 1873, 108 

16.39 

6 W. R., Mis., 23 . 

3496 

6N. W.,40. . . 

2919 

I. L. R., 2 All., 273 . 

3481 

I. L. R., 6 All., 440 . 

295, 4906 

I. L. R., 2 All., 474 . 

2643 

LL. R., 2 All., 718 . 

3437 

6 W. R., Mis., 67 . . . 

2332 

13 W. R., 20 

640 

22 W. R., 650 . 

6482 

8 B. L. R., 165 : 17 W. R., 
62. 

6189 

I. L. R., 9 Calb., 389 : 12 C. ) 
L. a., 494. ) 

2176 

W.R., 1864, 100 . 

4631 

16 W. U., 529 .. . 

88 

13 W. R., 232 . 

1490, 1884 

7 W. R., 232 

3912 

13W. R.,256 . . ^ 

163, 686 
1487 

24 W. ft., 261 . 

5766 

12 W. R., 123 . 

5342 

14 W. R., 72 

4155 

24 W. R., 23 

4998,6223 

I. L. R., 7 All., 247 . 

5031 

I. L. a., 6 All., 172 

5956 

2 N. W., 379 

1248, 3352 

3 Agra, 293 • 

6190 

7 N. W., 364 

4398 

20 W. R., 83 

4764 

I. L. R., 5 All., 14 

5126, 6788 

1. L. R., 7 All., 268 , 

1601, 3893 
4552 

LL.R.,3All.,647 

5398 

I. L. R., 6 All., 368 . 

6030 

6 N. W., 36 

4194 

7 W. R., 449 

2160,2342 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 68 . 

3044 

2 N. W., 180 

3196 

2 Agra, Rev., 10 . 

2975 

23 W. R., 127 . 

1922 

22W. R., 31 

2993,4899 

23 W, R., 195 . 

3526 

24 W. R., 333 . 

4910 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6723 


Name of Ca^e. 


Volume and Page. 


Sheo Saran Tato v. Empress • . • 

Sheo Shuukur Jjall v, Dhurm Joy Pooree 

Sheo Shunkur Saho}^ v, Hirdey Narain Sahu 
V. Hridhoy Narain 


I. L. R., 9 Calc., 877 . 

8 W. R , 360 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 25:6 C, L.) 

R., 194. ) 

I.L. R., 9 Calc., 143: 12 C. ( 
L. R., 34. > 


Sheo Singh Rai v, Dakho . 


Sheo Sohye R03’ v, Luchiiieshur Singh 
Sheo Soondary v. Pirthee Singh 

Sheo Soonduree v, . 

Sheo Suhaye Dhamee v, Bhooiee Mahtoon . 
Sheo Suhaye Roy Goodiir Roy 
Sheo Sum Lall- In the matter of 
Sheo Sum Singh v. Rum Khelawun Singh . 
Sheo Surun Lull 'iy. (Mmmun Lall . , 

She®surun Ojha v. Goolhanee Koocr ♦ 

Sheo Surun Salmi v. Mphomed Fazil Khan . 
Sheotuhul Pam v. Ram Narain Singh . • 

Sheo Tuhul Singh v. Ram Kooer « 
Sheou4»bur Pai v. Sheobhuiig Rai 
Sheoumber Suhoo i?. Bhowaneedeen Kulwar 
Shepherd v. Hogg ..... 
— V, Trustees of the Port of Bombay 

V. — ■ — 

Sherafutoollah Chowdhry v, Abedoonissa Bibee 
Sheraj Ali Chowdhry v. Ramjan Bibee 

Sherajooddeen Ahmed v, Horel Singh • 

Shere Ali v. Prendergast .... 
Shero Bahadur Singh v, Dariao Kuar . 

Sheriff v, Dina Nath Mookerjee 

Sheriff of Bombay. In re . • • 

Sheri f Saib n. Usanabibi Ammal • 

Slier Mahomed. In the matter of 
Sherman v, Schorn ..... 
Shero Coomaree Dabee v. Shitarani Hazra • 
Shero Koomaree Debee n. Keshnb Oh under Bose 
Sherokumari Debi x\. Shituram Hazdra 
Sheroocoomaree Debia v. Keshub Chnnder Bosoo 
Sheshgiri Shanbhog v. Salvador Vas . 

Shetabdee Biswas ^). Molaindee Mundul 

Sheth Kahandas Narandas w. Dahiabhai 

Shetliff V, Scott 

Shetul Shaikh v. Hills .... 
Shewab Singh v. Asgur Ali . • . 

Shewak Mahtoon v. St. Joseph . . • 

Shewak Ram v, Bhowani Buksh Singh 

Shewak Ram Roy v. Mohammed Shamsul Hoda 

Shew Narain Singh v. Miller 

Shewram v. Rohomutoollah 

Shew Sukoy Lall Wajed Ali Khan . 

Shiam Lall v, Narain Dass 


6 N. W.,382 . . 

I. L. R., 1 All., 688 : 2 C. ... . 

R. , 193 : L. R., 6 I. A., 87. > 
I. L. R., 10 Calc., 677 . 

L. R., 4 I. A., 147 
21 W. R.. 89 
3 W. R., 33 
8 W. R., 328 
3 C. L. R., 280 . 

14 W. R., 165 . 

24W. R.,220 
W. R., 1864, 264 
10 W. R., Cr., 20 

5 C. L. R., 291 . 

W. R., 1864, 311 . 

1 N. W., 45 : Ed. 1873, 41 
2N. W.,223 

Cor., 67 . . . 

I. L.R., IBom., 132 . 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 477 . 

17 W. R., 374 . 

8 W. H., 204 : 2 Ind. Jur., N. 

S. , 249. 

25 W. R., 116 . 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 143 . 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 645 . 

L L. R., 12 Calc., 268 . 
6 Bom.,O.C., 22 

6 Mad., 452 

2 C. L. R., 611 . 

24 W. R., 124 . 

21 W. R., 346 

8 W. R., 131 

13 B. L. R., Ap., 17 . 

lb W. R., 1 . . . 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 5 

25 W. R., 30 

I. L. R , 3 Bom., 182 

22 W. R., 39 . . . . . 

24W. R., 184 . 

6 W. R., 267 
9 C. L. K., 21 
6 0. L. R., 140 . 

3 B. L. R., A. C., i96 : 12] 

W. R,, 26. ) 

17W. R.,234 . 

W. R., 1864, 94 . . 

13 W. R., 205 .. . 

2 Agra, 106 • • • • 


Colama 

of 

Digest. 


6571 

4589 

4845 

4871 

2125, 2225 
2313 

1406, 1408 
2125,4648 
3406 
2296 

2280,2284 

2841 

1745, 1810 
4730 
135 
4476 
1778 

4451, 6281 
2268 
3717 
3041 
3888 
132 
2619 
3102 
1899 

3707 

2357 

5663 

4222, 4645 
553 
5641 
3646 

1287, 5599 
3562 
3878* 
4967 
829 
4467 

1720, 6402 
288 

690, 3185 
4260 
602,667 
3806, 3809 
1828 
4325 
2205 

1416 

449, 2626 
4331 
2737 
4902 



6724 


TABLK.OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Shi am Soonder Narain Dass 

Shibba v, Huhisi ....... 

■■ ■ — V. Rauilal . . . ‘ . • 

Shibban Lai v. Tiloke Chand . . . « • 

Shib Chandra Chahravati v. Johobux . . . |^ 

Shib Chandra Mullick. In the matter of . 

Shibcharan v. Rati ram ...... 

Shib Chunder Bhadooree v, Liihhee Debia Chowdhrain . 
Shib Chunder Bidyariittim v. Ilureedosa Bhuttacharjee . 
Shib Chunder Dass v. Ram Chunder Poddar 
Shib Chunder Dosa v. Cochrane . . . . . 

Shib Chunder Ghuttuck v. Collector of Tipperah . 

Shib Chunder Goopto v. Allad Monee I^assia 

Shib Chunder Mahtoon v. Kasheenath Kurmokar . • 

Shib Chunder Mullick v. Kiasen Dyal Opadhya . 

Shib Chunder Sircar v. Jiiggut Indur Buuwaree Gobind • 
Shib Chund Lahiri v. Joymala Dasi . * . 

Shib Churuu Sen v. Joiiardhon Dey . . . . 

Shibdas Bandapadhya v, Bamandas Mukhapadhya 

Shib Dat v. Kalka Prasad ..... 

Shib Uayee v, Doorga Pershad .... 

Shib Been Tewary v. Bukshee Ramprotab Singh . 

Shib Dyal Tewaree v. Bishonath Tewaree . 




Column 

Volume and Page. 


of 



Digest. 

. 2 Agra, 343. 


79 

. I. L. R., 5 All., 618 


6694 

. 3 N. AV., 216 

. 

1176 

. I. L. R.,2 AIL, 619 

. 

217 

( I. L. K., 7 Calc., 570: 

9 C. 

4832 

1 L. R., 224. 



. 8 B. L. R., ao 

. . 

2666 

. I. L. R., 7 AH. 20 

, , 

377 

. 6 W. R., Mis., 61 . 

, a 

3448 

. 13 W. R., 2!)8 . 

. 

1144 


10 W. R., 29 
Bourke, 0. C., 388 
5 W. R., 139 
5 W. R., M is., 22. 

12 W. R., 245 . 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 470 
12 W. R.. 212 

7 C. L. R., 103 . 

1 C. L. R., 397 . 

8 B. L. R., 237 : 15 W 
360. 

I. L. R., 2 All , 443 . 

4 N. W., 63 

W. R., 1864, Mis., 3 . 

9 W. R., 61 . 


3811, 5647 
38 

509, 884 
299 
6718 
5624 

d9l0. 6103 

528 

• 

3055, 5315 

3209, 3532 
241^ 2429 
6748 

1209, 2444 
2154, 2466 
2467 


Sbibendra Narain Chowdhiiri v, Kinoo Ram Dass 
Shibeshuree Debia v. Molhooranatli Acharjee 
Shibessuree Dabia v, Beckwith . . • 

Shibessuree Debia v, Ladly 

V, Mothooranath Acharjo 

Shib Golam Saboo v, Gunga Koonwaree 
Shib Gopal Baldeo Sabai 

Shib Jaton Roy v, Panchanan Bose 

Shib Kishen Doss v. Ab'dul Sobhan Cliowdhry 
Sb'ib Koonwer v, Sadho Singh . 

Shib Kristo Dah v. Abdool Sobhan Chowdhry 

Shib Kristo Shaba Chowdhry v. Miller 


I. L. R., 12 Calc., 605 , 
5 AV. R., 202 
3 W. R., Act X, 152 
17MC. R.,71 
13 W. R., P. C., 18 
Moore’s I. A., 270. 


13 


1 W. R., Mis., 32 . 

I. L. R., 2 All., 264 . 

3B.L. R., Ap., 55: 11 W.'J 
R., 467. ) 

3 AV. R., 103 .. . 

2 Agra. 255 

15 AV. R., 408 .. . 

1. L. R., 10 Calc., 150: 13 C.l[ 
L. R., 433. ) 


195, 886 
5265 
2255 
2698 

2254, 60J0 
^77 

1184, 4276 
1433, 1701 

4792, 5798 
5212 
4866 

2629 


Shibkristo Sircar v. Abdul Hakeem 

Shib Kumar Joti v. Kali Prasad Sen . 

Shib Lai v. Ganga Prasad .... 

V. Hira Lai .... 

IK Radha Kishen 

Shib Lall v. Locburi Singh . , • 

Shib Lall Singh v, Moorad Khan 
Shib Narain Banerjee v. Government . 

■ ■ ■■ V. Ram Narain Lushkur 

Shib Narain Bose w. Ramnidhee Bose . 

Shib Narain Dutt v. Ekramoonissa Begum . 

Shib Narain Ghose w. Aukhil Chunder Mookerjee 

* — V. Kashee Pershad Mookerjee 

Shib Narain Pal v. Koonjo Kaminee Dabee . 


I. L. R., 5 Calc., 692 : 5 C. L. 
R., 455. 

1 B. L. R., A.C., 167 . 

I. L. R., 6 All., 561 . 

I. L. R., 1 All., 622 . 

I. L. R., 7 All., 898 . 

.3 Agra, Rev., 7 • 

9 W. R.. 126 
W. R., 1864, 138 . 

20 AV. R., 142 . 

9 W. R., 87 . 

17 W. R , 356 . 

22 AV. R., 485 . 

1 AV. R., 226 
22 AV. R., 466 . 


4418 

3816 

3440 

1410 

3512 

6376 

5590 

6981 

4403 

2.329, 2419 
1628, 1642 
1626 

1613, 1663 
5422 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


8725 


Name of Case. 


Sliib Narain Shaha v. Bipin Behary Biswas • . | 

Shib Narain Singh v. Gobind Dass Bliukut . 

Shib Narayan Pohraj v. Kishor Narayan Pohraj . | 

Sliib Natb Banerjee. In the matter of the petition of 
Shib Nath Chatterjee v. Nubokishen Chatterjee . 

Sliib Nath Uoy v. Watson & Co. . . . . 

Shibnuiidun lloy v, Sreenarain Roy . . . . 

Shi bo Doorga Oliowdhrain v. Hossein Ali Chowdhry 

Shibo Kooeree v. Joogun Singh • • . . . 


Shiboo Narain Singh v. Mudden Ally . . . | 

Shihoo Roy v. Kashee Roy . . . . . 

Shihoo Soonduree Dahi v. Beckwith . • . . 

Shiboo Soonduree Debea Secretary of State . 

Shibo Prosad Paiidah. In the matter of the petition of 

Shibo Soondery Dossee v, Rakhal Doss Sirkar 
Shibo Soonduree Debia v. Sowdaminee Debia 
Siiibo Soonduree Dossee v. Chunder Kant Ghoae • 

V. Panchcowree Chundra 

Shibo Sundari Daai v. Kali Chiiran Kai 
Shib Persad Roy v. Rughoonath Singh 
Shib Pershad Chuckerbutty. In the matter of 

— " ■ V. Gungainonee Debee 

— V. Muddun M oh un Chuck- 

erbutty. > 

Shib Pershad* Panah v, Muddun Mohim Doss • 


Shib Prasad Das v. Anna Puma Dayi . • 

Shib Prasad Panda. In the matter of the petition of 

Shib Prokash Singh v, Sardar Doyal Singh . • 

Shib Prosad Doobey v. Promothonath Ghose 
Shib Ram Dey v. Banee Madhab Mitter . » 

Shib Ram Ghose v. Pran Piria . • . . 

Shib Ram Lall v. Raj Coomar Mitter • 

Shib Ram Mundul v. Makhun Lall Biswas . 

■ — V, Ruhumtoollah • 

Shib Sahae v. Mukhool Ahmed .... 
Shib Sahai v. Thika Ram ..... 
Shib Sahaye Singh v. Nursingh Lall . • 

Shib Shankar Lai v. Banarsi Das . • 

Shib Shunkur Neogy v. Huro Soonduree Goopta • 
Shib t^ingh v, Bhoop Singh .... 
Shibsoondiiree Debia v. Mahomed Ali 
Shib Suhaye Sookool v. Beer Chunder Joobraj 
Shibu'Manjee v. Noshee Mookerjee 

Shiddeshvar v. Ram Chandrarav • • 

Shidhojirav v. Naikjirav . . - . . 

Sliidlingapa v. Chenbasapa . . • . 


I 

1 

{ 

I 


Volume and Page. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 

I, L. R., 3 Calc., 612 : 1 C. ) 

1882 

L. R., 639. 

3 

23 W. R., 164 . 


1894 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 

U6: 10) 

3824 

W. R.. 131. 

1 

24 W. R., Cr., 58 . 


1325 

21 W. R., 189 . 


6026 

8 W. R.. 374 


5189 

IIW. R., 416 . 


1035 

6 W. R., 218 


3280 

c 

1414, 2120 

8 W. R., 165 

• 1 

2141 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 608 

: 9 C. ( 

3242, 6246 
5431, 6666 

L. -R., 8. 

1 

5681 

25 W. R., 394 . 


5587 

9 W. R., 680 


1424 

7 W. R. 373 


6266 

I. L. R.. 4 Calc.. 124: 3 C.7 

707, 1512 

L. Jt., 122. 


1849 

1 W. R., 38 


2359 

25 W. R., 78 


4809 

21 W., R., 217 . 


6760 

14 W., R., 158 ' . 


2889, 5334 

W. R., 1864, 296 . 


3166 

W. R., 1864, 295 


4602 

17 W. R., Cr., 38 


1046 

16 W. R., 291 . 


1210, 2343 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 80 

632 

15W. R.,415 

, , 

6076 

3 B. L. R., A. C.,451 

: 12W.^ 

4807 

R., 435. 

y 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 69 : 

14 W.l 

4622 

R., Cr., 77. 

s 

2 a L.j 

I. L. R.. 3 Calc., 544: 

5468 

R., 260. 

10 W. R., 193 . 

, 

17.46 

II W. R., 117 . 

13 W.] 

3523 

4 B. L. R., Ap., 89 : 

2931 

R., 280. 

J 

6 W. R.. 48 


613 

7 W. R., 179 


1401 

15 W. R., 68 


432 

2 N. W., 204 


2993 

7 N. W.. 97 


4638 

22 W. R., 352 . 


339 

I. L. R., 7 All., 891 


‘4087 ' 

1.3 W. R., 209 . 


6005 

2 Agra, 303 


1685 

W. R., 1864, 137 


2018 

IIW. R.,30 


6743 

17W.R.,Cr., 3 . 

( 

973 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 463 

1714, 2098 
3761, 4596 

10 Bom., 228 

, , 

2230,3366 

1. L. R., 4 Bora., 23.5 

• 

4785 


10 u a 



6726 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Tast'. 


Shidraal Gura v, Anderson . . . . . 

Shimbboo v. Narain Singb . . • . . 

Sbimbbu Narain Singb v, Bacbeba . . . , 

Sbinam Gounden v. Coomara Gouuden 
Sbiponessa Bibeo v. Kaminee Bibee • . . . 

Sbirajdee Framanick v. Emam Buksb Biswas 
Shircore v. Administrator General . . . , 

Sbirekuli Timapa Hegda v, Mahablya . 

Sbiro Kumari Debi v. Govind Shaw Tanii . 

Sbistee Persliad Chuekerbutty v. •Kumlakant Roy 
Sbistidhur Parui. In the matter of the petition of • 
Shitanatb Biswas v, Kisben Mobun Mookerjee 
Sbitaram e;. Raman and 

Sbiudas Narayan Singh v. Bbagwan Dutt . . | 

Shin Dayal Puri v, Mababir Prasad . . . . 

Sbiu Golam Singh v. Baran Singh . . . | 

Sbiu Subai Mullick v, Lala Hari Subai Singh 
Shivalingaya v. Nagalingaya . . . , . 

Shiva Cbaran Dass v. Koostum . . • • . 

Shiva Natbuji v, Joma Kasbinatb . • . , 

Shivaramhari t?. Arjun . , . . . 

Sbivasundari Debi v. Raraabamayat Kurmi 
Sbivji Hasam v. Datu Mavji Khoja .... 
Sbivlal bin Kbubeband i?. Balvantrav Vinayak . 
Sbivlal Kbubeband v. Apaji Bbivrav .... 

Siiivram .v Genu ....... 

— V. Narayan ...... 

Shivram Narayan n. Uavji Sakbarain 
Sbivram Udaram v. Kondaji Muktaji 

Shivram Vithal v, Bbagirtbibai .... 

Sbivrudrappa v, Kasbinatb Vishnu .... 
Shiv Shankar v. Govindlal Parbbiidas . 

Sbivsbankar Govindratu v. Justices of the Peace for*^ 
Bombay. 

Sboay Att v» Sboay Doang .... 
Sbodone Mobaldar v, Halalkbore Mohuldar 

Shohrat Singh v. Bridgman .... 
Shoindoo Noshyo v. Rung Lall Jhah . 

Shojonee Dossia v. Dburonee Dhur Gbose . 

Shokbee Bewa i;. jVlebdee Mundul . . 

Shomaed Ali Sowdagur v, Eusoof Khan Chowdhry 
Sbome Dutt Chowdhry v, Surb Narain Chowdhry 
Shonai Bewa v. Monoram Mundul 
Sbouai Poramanick. In re 

V. Jogendro Shaba 

Shoobbunkuree Dossee v. Cbnnd Monee Dossee 
Shoobul Ch under Kulleub v. Koylasb Cbunder Mai 
Shoo (.’band Cbunder v. Grant .... 
Shoodan Kurmokar v. I^m Churn Pal 
Shoodhun Mundle. In re 
Sboogbury Kper y. Boshisht Narain Singh . 

Shook Deb Shaba 2 ^. A liadi .... 




Column 

Volume and ] 


of 



Digest. 

11 Bom., 39 


2858 

6 N. W., 163 


6268 

I. L. R., 2 All., 200 


5086 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 115 


2129 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 121 


4340 

13 W. R., 104 . 


6812 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 60 


6210 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 435 


1478 

1. L. R., 2 Calc., 418 


6006 

17 W. R., 348 . 


3840 

9 B. L. R , Ap., 19 


1328 

5 W. R., 130 


365 

16 W. R., Cr., 66 


257 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 16 : 
R., 10. 

11 

2740, 5789 

2 B. L. R., Ap., 8 


4460 

1 B. L. R., A. C.. 164 : 
R., 198. 


2348 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 142 

. 

4415 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 247 

, 

6007 ■ 

Agia, F. B.,69: Ed. 1874,53 

3891 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 341 


6949 

I. L. R., 6 Born., 268 


1106 

1 B. L. R., S. N., 3 


3832 

12 Bora., 281 

, 

2226, 3752 

2 Bom., 75 : 2nd Ed., 70 

5220 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 664 


6975 

I. L. K., 6 Bom., 516 


3945, 4842 
5403 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 27 


3285, 5000 

I. L, R., 7 Bom., 264 


5414 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 340 


2032, 6875 

6 Bom., A, C., 20 

( 

2795, 2797 
4295 

6 Bom., A. C., 141 


5581 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 467 

. 

1356 

5 Bom., 0. C., 145 

. 

5260 

14 W. R., 218 . 


2006 

I. L. R., 4 CaJe., 645 : 3 C. L. I 
R., 462. j 

669 

I. L. R., 4 All., 376 


1873 

25 W. R., Cr., 21 


1303, 4487 

16W..R., 226 . 


5707 

9 VV. R., 327 


4972 

15 W. R., 80 


3452 

24 W. R., 242 . 


294, 4309 

11 C. L. R., 15 . 


3855 

1 C. L. R.. 486 . 


4111,5161 

1 C. L. R., 486. . 


4111, 6161 

7 W. R., 335 


2200 

14W. R., 23 


5753, 6245 

7 VV. R., 10 


3497 

2 W. R., 137 


■ 3036 

5 W. R., Cr., 68 . 


1534 

8 W. R., 331 


79 

2 C. L. R., 13 . 


6349 



l ABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6727 


Name of Case, 


Volume and Pa^e. 


Coiumiv 

of 

Digest. 


Shookmoy Chunder Dass v, Monohari Dasi . 

Shookoomar Singh v. Cruise .... 
Shokoor Ali v, Umola Ahalya .... 
Shookrah Shaikh v, Nund Coomar Banerjee • 
Shookram Sookul v. Ram Lall Sookul 
SlioorutSoondry Dabee v. Hinny (Jardine, Skinner, & Co 

Shooshi Bhoosun Pal v. Guru Churn Alookhopadhya 

Shoovankurry Dabee v. Dwarka Nath Mookerjee. 
Shorafut Ali v, Ramzan . . . . . 

Shorendro Mohuii Roy v. Blmggobutty Churn Gungo-( 
padhya. (. 

Shorn dinoyee v, Watson & Co. . . . • . 

Shoroop Chunder Paul w. Alothoor Mohun Paul Chowdhry 
Shorosheo Bala Dabee v. Nund Lall Sein . 

Shorosutty Dassee v. Gopeesondery Dassee . . • 

Short V, Pickering . . ... 

Shortt V. Abdul Rahiman ..... 
Shoriissoti Dasi v, Parbutti Dasi .... 

Shosheebhoosun Mozooindar v, Muddomutty Quptee 

Shoshee Kishen Mookerjee. In the matter of 
Shoshee Alohun Shaha w. Sheer Sircar ■ . . 

Shoshee Mookhee Buruionya v. Dwarkanath Biswas 
Shoshee Shekhoreswar Roy v. Haro Gobind Bose . 

Shoshi Bhooshun Pal v. Guru Churn Mookhopadhya | 

Shoshimohun Pal Chowdhry v, Nobo Krishto Poddar 
Shoshimukbi Dabia v, Nobiu Chunder Roy 

Shoshinath Ghose v, Krishna Sunderi Dasi 


Shoshi Shikuressur Roy v. Tarokessur Roy 


Shostee Churn Roy v. Collector of Chittagong 
Shoteenath Mookerjee v. Obhoy Nund Roy . 
Showdaininee Dossee v. Haran Chunder Surma 



V, Manick Ram Chowdhry 
V. Ram Roodro Gangooly 
V. Shookool Mahomed 


Showers v. Gobind Dass . 


Showkut Ali V. Ahniud Ali 


Shoylendro Geer Sunnyasee v. Patoo Doss Busanea 
Shreesh Chunder Doss v, Assimonissa . • 


Shreesteedliur Chuckerbutty v. Sreonath Biswas 
Shreesteedhur Dey v. Doorga Narain Nag • 
Shrewsbury. In the matter of the petition of 
Shridhar Hari v, Chima valad Ladu . 


Shridhar Narayan v, Atmaram Govind 


Shridhar Vinayak v. Habaji bin Jivaji 

^ — V. Narayan valad Babaji 

Sringarpure v, Petbe . . . . 


I. L. R., 7 Calc., 269: 8 0. L. 
R., 473 ; and on appeal, 1. 
L. R., 11 Calc., 684:L. R, 
12 1. A., 103. 

6 W. R., Act X, 106 . 

8 W. R., 504 . \ 

25 W. R., 246 . 

9 W. R., 248 

25 W. R., 347 . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 89 ; 8 C. L. 
R., 285. 

25W. R.. 844 . 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 63 

10 B. L. R., 403, note : 18 W.- 
R., 332. 

20W. R.,211 . 

4W. R..109 

13 W. R., 364 

Alarsh., 423 : 2 Hay, 612 . 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 138 . 

6 Bom., 0. a, 53 
6C. L. R.,362 . 

14 B. L. R., 21 

14 W. R., 328 . 

5 W. R., Act X, 13 

6 W. R., Mis., 84 
13 C. L. R., 356 . 

I. L. li., 7 Calc.. 89 : 8 C. L. ^ 
R., 285. 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 801 . 

4 C. L. R:, 92 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 381 : 7 C. L. 

R., 313:L.R.,7 I. A., 250. 
I. L. R., 6 Calc., 121 ; and on* 
appeal, I, L. R,, 9 Calc., 
962 : 13 C. L. R., 62 : L. 
R., 10 I. A., 51. 

13W. R., 165 . 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 331 . 

6 W. R., Act X, 103 . 

9 W. R., 386 .. . 

8W. R., 367 

7W. R.,94. 

1. L. R., 1 AIL, 400 . 

8W. R., 39. 

23 W. R., 304 .. . 

7W. R.,234 

18 W. R., 332 .. . 

17 W. R., 462 • . 

I. E. R., 10 Bom., 3l3 • • 

10 Bom., 17 ... 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 455 . 

6 Bom., A. C., 220 • • 

11 Bom., 224 . •• 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 662 . . 


2562, 2568 


2742 

5 

301 

1782 

3008, 3066 
4400 

6924 

628 

3801 

1568 

291,4036 

3993 

482 

4717 

5713 

1623, 3016 
88, 1946 
2234, 2882 
3209, 4134 
224 
554 
5470 
428 

559 

1126 

388 

2113 


2667, 2668 


1492 

1451, 446G 
1669 
6930 

306, 4291 
1663 
t63f)5 
3694 
6680 
1654 
878 
568 
2659 
4425 
2654 
1696 
4994 
396, 6146 



6728 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Shrinivas v. Hadhabai ...... 

Sbrinivas Udpirav v, Reid . . ... 

Shriram Venkatasami v. Queen ..... 

Sbri Sbailapa v, Balapa Lokanna .... 

Sbrisb Cbunder Mookhopudbya. In tbe matter of tbe ^ 
petition of. • > 

Shudanund Mobapattur v, Bonomalee Doss . 

Sbudek Sircar v. Mobamoya Dabee .... 

Sbngan Cband v. Government, Nortb-Western Provinces 
Sbubocburee Dossee v. Sbowdaminee Dossee 
Sbumbboo Cbowdbry v. Combs ..... 

Sbnmbboo Cbunder Mowlick v, Prankristo Mullick 

Sbumbboo Lall Girdhur Lall v. Collector of Surat ^ 

Sbumbboo Mobun Roy v. Tripoora Sunkur Roy . 
Sbumbboo Natb Banerjee v. Tarinee Churn Bose 
Sbumbboonatb Biswas v. Kisto Dhun Sircar 
Sbumbboonatb Cbowdbry v, Prokash Cbunder Dutt 
Sbumbboonatb Gbose v. Nobinmoney Dossee 
Sbumbboonatb Mozoomdar v. Kasbeessuree Debee 
Sbumbboo Natb Poddar v. Lucky natb Dey . • 

Sbumbboonatb Shaba v. Gutuchurn Labiri . 

Sbumbbu Natb Mookhopadhya v, Hurro Sundari 1 
Dabia Chowdrain. > 

Sbumbbu Natb Sarkar v. Ram Komul Guba 
Sbumboo Cbunder Chowdry v, Modhoo Kyburt . 
Sbumboo Cbunder Holdar v. Ram Lall Gbose » 
Sbumboo Cbunder Mullick v. Prankristo Mullick . 
Sbumboo Cbunder Shaba v, Baroda Soondurce Debea • 
Sbumboo Cbunder Singh v. Ram Narain Doss 
Sbumboo Cbunder Surnokar v. Russick Cbunder Chung 
Sbumboo Geer Gossain v. Ram Jewan Lall 
Sbumbooua^h Roy v. Monowar Ali .... 
Sbumboonath Shaba v. Bunwaree Lall Roy . 

Sbumbul Singh v. Toondun Singh 

Sbumdan Ali v. Muthoomath Dutt .... 

Sbums Abmud v. Goolam Moheeooddeen • 

Sbumsbare Ali v, Lutafut Kureem 
Sbum Sheer Singh v. Rarajeeawun Rae 
Sbumsbeir Ali Khan v. Ram Cbunder Goopto 
Sbumsber Ali v, Doya Bibi . • • . « 

Sbumsber Ally v. Kurkut Shah • • . . ^ 

Sbumsber Babadoor v, Mahomed Ali Beg . 

Sbumsber Khan. In tbe matter of tbe petition of 

Shumsboolnissa v, Zobra Beebee . . . ^ 

Sbumsburooddy v, Jan Mahomed Sikdar 
Sbumsool Osman v. Bunsbeedhur Dutt 
Sbums -oon-nissa Khanum v. Rai Jan Kbanum 
Sbuudbabun Mobunt v. Sburut Cbunder Roy . . 

Sbunguny Menon v, Kalampully Valia Nair 
Sbunker v, Hur Narain ...... 

Sbunker Lall v, Poorun Mull ..... 

Sbunker Singh v, Biirmah Mabto .... 

Sbunkur Lall v. Ram Lall 


I. L. R., 6 Bom., 570 

9 Bom., 266 

6 Mad., 120 ... 

1. L. R.,.7 Bom.,446 . 

I. L. R.. 6 Calc., 161 . 

6 W. R., 256 

lind. Jur., N. S., 77 . 

1. L. R., 1 All.,79 

7 W. R., 306 

2 W. U., 179 • . . . 

13 W. R., 105 

4 W. R., P. C., 55 : 8 Moore « ) 

I. A., 1. > 

12 W. R., 126 .. . 

6 W. R., Act X, 33 

6 W. R., S. C. C. Ref., 8 

8 W. R., 272 .... 
Bourke, O. C., 92 . 

13 W. R., 10(3 .. . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 920 . 

1. L. R.. 5 Calc., 894 : 6 C. L. ) 
R., 437. > 

1 11 C. L. R., 140 . 

13C. L. R.,212 . 

10 W. R., 56 . . . 

13 W. R., 436 .. . 

14 W. R., .322 

5 W. R., 45 . . . 

9 W. R.. 217 .. . 

15 W. R., 346 

8 W. R., 509 .. . 

W. R., 1864, 109 . 

11 W. R., 102 .. . 

24 W. R., 469 .. . 

14 W. H., 226 . 

3 N. W., 153 

18 W. R., 504 . 

2N.W., 416 
22W. R., 174 . 

8 C. L. R., 150 . 

1. L. R., 6 Calc., 236 : 6 C. L. 3 
R.. 549. 3 

2 Agra, 158 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 624 . 

6N. W., 2: Agra, P. B.. Ed. I 
1874, 286. j 

21 W. R., 260 .. . 

15 W. R., 366 . . 

6 W. R., P. C., 52 

23W. R., 160 . 

6 Mad., 117 ... 

1 Agra, Rev., 49 . 

2 Agra, 150 

23 W. R., Cr., 25 
1 N. W., 177: Ed. 1873,256. 


3824 

543 

3188 

2771 

425 

5673 

5424 

3135, 3140 
3491 


490, 1325 
1760 
3448 
3246 
3344 
4962 
4903 

1733, 4169 
4012 
3394 
581 
4164 
1682 
. 4852 

3824 
5130 
3032 


2774, 5767 
1620 
3702 
5760 
1425 

352, 3882 
1600 
6066 

2860, 8832 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6720 


Name of Case. 


Shunkur Patukh r. Lala Slieocliurn Lai • 

Shuiikiirputtee Tliakoorain v, Saifoollah Khan 
Shunkur Sahoo v. Gnrbhoo Sahoo 
Shunmu^am v. Moidin .... 

Shunt Buksh v. Lalla Nund Rara 
Slum to J)oKs Antith v, Hureehur Mookerjee 
Shurbessur Ghosc v. Sadhoo Churn Ghose . 

Shurbo Nprain Sinj]fh v. Ally Buksh Shah • 
Shurfoonnissa v. Koolsoom 

Shurf un Bibee v. Collector of Sarun . * . 

Shurfuniiissa Bibee Chowdhrain v, K 3 'Iash Chunder^ 
Gungopadhya. , > 

Sluivfuraz Jlollah v. Dhunoo . . . . • 

Shurno Moyee v. Kashee Kfint Bhuttacharjee 

V. Pattarri Sirkar . . . • 

V. Suttes (di under Roy . . • 

Shurnomoj’ee Dasi w. Srinath Das . . . *• 

Shurnomoyee Dassee v, Uma Soondery Chowdhrain 
Shurnomoyee Dossee «. In the matter of the petition of 
Shurnomoyee Dossee i?. Gopal Lall Doss 
Shurnomoyee Dossia v. Joy Narain Bose 
Shuroop Ch under Bhooinick v. Pertab Chunder Sinf^h . 
Shuroop Chunder Bhuttacharjee v. Kaslieesiiurec Dossia 
Shuro Soonduree Debia v. Buloram Gooho - 
Shurroop Chunder Gooho tK Ameeruunissa Khatoon 
Shurrut Chunder Chuttopadbya v. Uajkisseii Mookerjee 
Shurrut Chunder Kur v. Ram Shuukur Surmah . 
Shuruf Jan v. Futteh Ali . • . 

Shurufooddin v. Kashin ath . , . • . 

Sluirufoonissa Bebce v. Husbmut Ali 
Shurut Chunder Banerjee v. Bama Churn Mookerjee 
Shurutchunder Dey Sircar r. Jadubnarain Nundeo 
Shurut Clnmder Mookerjee v. Thakoormonee Debia 
Shurut Chuyder Sein v. Miithoora Nath Pudatick 
Shurut Chunder Sen v, Abdool Khye Mahomed M<»hu- 1 
tessur Bill ah. ) 

Shurutoollah Merdha v. Gooroo Churn Dass 


Shurut Soonduree Dabee v. Pnresh Narain Roy^ 

— I,, 

Shurut Soonduree Debee v. Government 

Shurut Soonduree Debia v. Collector of Mymensingh 

— V. Khemunkuree Debia 

Shurwar Hossein Klran. In the matter of the petition < 

of. I 

Suryutoollah Mirdha v. Teeta Gazee Howladar 
Shusee Mookhee Dossee v. Bissessuree Dabee 
Shushee Bhoosun v, Muddun Mohun Ghattopadhya 
Shushee Bhoosun Banerjee v. Nubo CoomarChatterjee • 
Shushee Mohun Pal Chowdhry v. Aukil Chunder ^ 

Banerjee. ^ 

' — — V. Ram Koomar I 

Koondoo. j 

Shushee Shekhur Audhikaree v. Suleem Biswas . 




Column 

Volume and Page. 


of 

Digest. 

2N. W., 443: Agra, F. 
Ed. 1874, 238. 

*■] 

6778 

18 W. U,, 607 . 


6198 

15 W. K., 216 . 


5287 

I. L.*R., 8 Mad., 229 . 


3196, 4714 

11 W. E., 48 


1203 

20 W. K. 368 


2929 

15 W. R., 130 . 


2772 

2 Hay, 415 . • 

26 W. R., 447 . 


3660 


3661 

12 B.L. R.,66, note: 10 W.^ 
R., 199. ) 

799, 4132 

25 W. R., 53 


4472 

16 W. R., 257 . 


139, 6243 

7 W. R., 611 


342 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 625 . 


812, 3336 

2 W. R., P. C., 14 


1724, 6356 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 614 . 


3387, 3993 

2 C. L. R., 138 . 


634 

8 W. R., 421 d 


2476 

Marsh., 497 


2424 

8 W. R., 481 


2771 

7 W. R., 219 


6335 

6 W. R., Act X, 65 


2889 

24 W. R., 423 . 


3798 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 703 . 


1894 

16 B. L. R., 350 . 


89 

10 W. R., 214 . 


6693 

22 W. R., 389 . 


2972 

13 W. R., Cr., 64 


4626 

9 W. R., 633 


2884 

4 C. L. R., 410 . 


4102 

1 W. R., 90 


3817 

9 W. R., 240 


666 

7 W. R., 303 - . 


1415 

23 W. R., 327 . 


3474, 3527 

8 W. R., 310 


434, 5453 

12 W. R., 85 


811 

13 W. R., 464 . 


6095 

7 W. R., 42 ... 


67, 3130 

7 W. R., 221 

5 W. K., Act X, 87 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 720 


1249 

4424 

i 

91 

Ind. Jur., N. S., 200. 


21 W. R., 82 


1939 

10 W. R., 343 


1748, 1769 

2 C. L. R., 297 . 


4289, 6176 

8 W. R., 94 . ' . 


3802 

25 W. R., 232 . 


2343 

22 W. R., 193 . 


629 

22 W. R., T91 . 


30 



.6730 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Sbustee Churn Patuck v, Aukhil Chunder Sen 
Sbnstee Dbur Mozoomdar v. Nnteeja Bibee 
Sbustee Ram Paul v» Nobo Kant Roy Cbowdhry . 
Sbutt Churn Gbosal v. Mahomed Ally 
Sbyam Oband Koondoo v. Land Mortgage Bank of 
India. 

Sbyam Churn Cbuckerbutty v. He era Chand Mozoom- 
dar. 

Sbyam Singh v. Puncbum Majee 

Sbyam Soonder v. Cbeita ..... 

Sia Dasi v, Gur Sabai ..... 
Sibboosoondery Dabia v, Bussoomutt}" Dabia 
Sibchunder Kurmokar. In re . * 

Sibessury Dabee v. Lukby Dabee . . . 

Sibnarain Gbose. In re . . • , • 

— V. Hullodhur Doss . 

Sib Sabaya Sukul v. Bir Chandra Jubaraj . 

Sibta w. Badri Prasad ..... 

Sibt Ali V, Muniruddin . . . ... 

Sibu Jelya v. Gopal Chandra Cbowdhry 
Siddee Gopal Sadhoo Khan v. Nund Lall Dey 
Siddesory Dossee v. Doorga Churn Sett 

Siddessuree Chowdhrain v, Kissoreekant Gossain . 
Siddha V, Biligiri 

Siddhessur Dutt v. Sham Chand Nundun 

Siddhessurree Bebia v. Btinobundhoo Koondoo . 
Sideshury Chowdhrain. In the matter of . 

Sidbee Nazir Ali Khan v. Ojoodbyarum Khan 

Sidhee Nuzeer Ali Khan v. Woomesh Chunder Mitter 
Sidbee Nuzur Ally Kban v. Oojoodbyaram Khan . 


Sidh Gopal v. Ajudhiaprasad . 

Sidhoo Lai. In the matter of the petition of 

Sidlingapa v, Sidava kom Sidlingapa . 
Sieveking, Droop, & Co. v. focke . ^ . 
Sikher Chund v, Dulputty Singh • 

Sikki V, Vencatasamy Gounden 
Sikundar Ali v. Purwurush Ali . 

Sikur Chund v, Sooringmull 

Simmani Ammal v. Muttammal . • 

Simpson. In the goods of . • . 

■ V, Cleghorn . . . 

Simroo Kareegu* v. A nund Chunder Roy 
Simson v, Gorachand Doss 
V. Venkata gopalam 

' V. Virayya ..... 
Sinammal v. Administrator General of Madras 




Column 

Volume and Page. 


of 

Digest. 

23 W. K., 103 . 


4666 

7 W. R., 36 


4180 

14 W. R., 190 . 


4166 

2 W. U., S. C. C. Ref., 5 


5696 

1. L. R., 9 Calc., 695 : 12 C. 
L. U., 440. 

> 

420 

Marsh., <18 : 1 Hay, 113 


1456 

2 Agra. 243 


4926 

3 N. VV., 71 


3886 

I. L. R., 3 All, 362 . 


1710, 2490 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 191 . 


2467 

2 Ind. Jur., H. S., 93, note 


2651 

1 W. R.. 88 ... 


1993 

5 Moore’s I. A., 322 . . 


4633 

6 Moore’s I. A., 207 


4632 

2 R. L. R., A. C., 172 . 


5743 

I. L. R., 3 All., 134 


'2291 

I. L. Ft., C All, 479 


1347 

13 B. L. R , 4-23, note : 19 W. 
K., 200. 


5183 

4 W R., Mis., 8 , 


2646 

2Ii)d..Jur..N.S.,22:Bourke, 

) 

2113, 2136 

0. C.. 360 

2542 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 101 

1590 

I. L. R , 7 Mad., 354 . 


2907 

15 B. L R., 9, note : 23 W. 
R., 285. 


3162 

6 \V. R., 65 


6231 

16 W. R., Or., 50 . 


6181 

5W. R., P. C.. 83: 10 Moore’s 
1. A., 540. 

1 

1698, 3997 
4131, 5334 
5346,5971 

2 W. R., 75 


4173 

10 Moore’s I. A.. 322 : 1 Ind. > 
Jur , N. S., 185., 

4610 

10 Moore’s T. A., 540 : 5 W. 
R., P. C., 83. 


1698, 3997 
4431,5334 
5346, 5971 

1. L. R.,o All., 392 


1103 

2 N. W., 398 


86 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 624 . 


2411, 2434 
6684 

9 W. R., 215 


4743 

I. L. K., 6 Calc., 363: 5 C. 


90, 1750 

H., 374. 


3433, 4159 

8 Mad., 144 


2436 

3 N. W., 132 


2895 

1 Hyde, 272 


3089 

1. L. R., 3 Mad., 265 , 


2304 

1 Mad.,- 171 


132 

6 C. L. R., 91 


4871 

Marsh., 57 : 1 Hay, 130 


6109 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 473 


1054, 6712 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 475 


374, 5953 

T. L. R., 9 Mad , 3o9 


1061 

I. L. R , 8 Mad., 169 . 


2339, 2443 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6781 


Name of Caec. 


Volum’c and Paja^c. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Sinclair. In the matter of the petition of 

■' V, Broughton • • • 

Sinde v. Sinde .... 

Singainma w. Vinjamuri Venkatacharlu 
Siiiia Tevar v» Kangasami Aiyaugar . 

Sintha^’ee 2 ). Thanakapndayen v. alias Pondily Udayan 

Siraj-ood-dowlah v. Noor Ahmud 
Siraj-ul-huq v. Khadim Husain 
Sirbadh Uai v. Raghunath Prasad 
Sirdar v. Molungo Sirdar . 

Sirdar Begum v, Izzut-ool-nissa 
Sirdar Dyal Singh v. Ham Buddun Sin; 

Sirdar Khan v. Buldeo SinL'h 
Sirdar Kuar w. Cliandrawati 
Sirdar Sainey v. Piran Singh 
Sital V. IVIadho 

Sitalparshad v. Jagdat Misser . * 

Sital Prasad v. Amtul Bibi . 

Sitanath Bose v. Mathura Nath Roy 

Sita Nath Das v. Luchrniput Singh 
V. Mohesh Ohunder Chuckerbiitty 

Sitanath Ghose v. Shamasuudari Dasi 


Sitanath Koer v. Land Mortgage Bank of India 

Sitanath Mookerjeo v. Hainiahutty Dabee 
Sitanath Shaha v. Nobin Ch under Ro}^ 

Sitapalhi Nayudu«>. Queen 
Sita]»ershad Dass v. Tlmknrdass 
Sitaram v. Aheeree Heeralinee . 

■ V, A mir Regain . 

■ " ■ V. Atniaram Baji 

- ' '■ V. Bhagwan Das . 

V. Dasrath Das . 

■ — ■■ V, Mahipal 

■ n. Zalim Singh . 

Sitarama v, Narayanan 
Sitaram Abbaji. In re 
Sitaramaiyar w. Alagiry Iyer 
Sitararna Krishna Rayadappa Haiiga Raz v, 

Razu Pedda Baliyara Simliulu. 

Sitaram Amriit v. Bbagvant Jaganath 
Sitaraman v, Susa Pillai .... 

Sitarama Razu v. Jaganada Narayana Raniachendra'^ 
Razu Pedda Baliyar Simhulu, 

Sitararabhat v, Sitaram Ganesh 

Sitaram Dandekar v. Ganesh Gokblo . 

Sitaram Krishna v. Daji Devaji 

Sitaram Sahu v. Mohan Mandar 

Sitaram Vasudev v. Khanderav Balkrishna 
Sithalakshmi ti. V^thilinga 


Sanya si 

) 




0 N. W., 177 



1270, 3669 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 34,1 : 

13 C. 


L. it., 186 ; L. R., 

91. A., 


2783 

4 Viora., A. C., 51 



3409 

4 Miva., 165 



2111 . 

7 Mad., 112 



4760 

4 Mad., 183 



1903, 2414 
3o30 

6 N. W., 194 

• 

. 

6149 

1. L, R., 5 All., 380 

• 


187, 6633 

I. L. R., 7 All , 668 



3937 

24 W. R., 1 



3368 

2N.W.,i49 



4438 

17 W. R., 464 . 

• 


’2089 

6 N. W., 99 . 

• 


3129 

I. L. R., 4 All., 330 

• 


1773 

I. L. R., 3 All., 463 



6055 

I. L. R., 1 All., 394 



2265 

7N. W., 264 . . 



1414 

I. L. R., 7 All., 633 



6205 

2 R L.R.,Ap., 10: IIW.R., 
68. 

i 

2711 

11 0. L. R., 268 . 

, 


3639, 6407 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 627 


, 

1836 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 37, note : 14 \ 
W. R., 26. ) 

5130 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 888 
L. R., 574. 

12 C. 


5248 

24 W. R., 877 . 


. 

2434 

5 C. L. R., 102 . 

, 

. 

4247 

1. L. R., 6 Mad., 32 

. 

. 

5874, 6027 

5 C. L. R.. 73 . 

* 


2249 

11 B. L. R.. 129: 20W. R., 

41 

1099 

I. L. R., 8 All. 324 



3691, 6064 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 227, 

note 


416 

I. L. R., 7 All., 733 



833 

I. L. K.. 5 All, 492 



8^0 

I. L. R., 3 All., 533 



823 

1. L. R., 8 All, 231 



2187 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 130 



3598 

10 Bom., 58 • 



2665 

4 Mad., 285 



4302, 6061 

3 Mad., 4 . 



5660 

6 Bom., A. C., 109 



3825 

2 Mad., 254 



i 6676 

I. L. K., 3 Mad., 367 



6695 

6 Bom., A. C., 250 



2246, 3860 
6265 

6 Born., A. 0., 121 , 



3985 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 418 



1074 

B. L: R., Sup. Vol, 
W. R., 90. 

345: 


2026 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 286 



3135 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 648 

. 


4960, 6018 



6732 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Sitlia Ummal v, Rungasami Iyengar . 
Sitla Bakhsh v. Lalta Pmsad 
Sitla Din v. 8heo Prasad . 

Sittaram Atmaram. In the matter of 

Situl Purshad r. Luchmi Pursliad 


Siva Bhagiam v. Palami Padiaclii .... 
Siva Bux Savuntharam. In re .... 
Sivaganga v. Laltsbmana ...... 

Sivagnana Tevar v. Periaaami . * . . ^ 

Sivanananja Perumal Sethuraycr v. Muttu Ramalinga'J 

Sethurayer. > 

■ V. Meenakshi Ammal . 

Sivappachari v. Mahalinga Clietti .... 
Sivarajadhani Nilakantham Pillai ». Kuppa Gantulu'^ 
Ramiah Pantulu. ) 

Sivarama v. Rama ....... 

V. Subram anya ..... 

Sivaramaiyar v. Samu Aiyar • • . . . 

Sivarama Pillai v. Turnbull ..... 
Sivasankara Mudali v. Parvati Anni .... 


Sivasubramanya v‘. Secretary of State 

Sivu V. Cbenamraa . 

Skinner v. Aid well . 

■ V. .lager 

V, Mulitab . 

V, Orde . • 


■' ' — V, Rujub All Khan 

■ — V, Skinner . 

Skinner alias Nawab Mirza v. Orde 


Skinner alias Nowsbaba Begum. 
Skinner & Co. v. Sbama Soondur 
Smallwood v. Parry 
Smith V. Boggs 

— ' V. Bulwant Singh 
V. Dinonath Mookerjee . 

— V. Gopal Sheikh 

— V. Guneshee Lai 

V. Mokhum Mahton 

V, Nundun Lai 

— V, Secretary of State 
— — V, Sona Bibee 

V, Stewart 

Smyth V. Smyth 

Snadden v. Mahwine 

" " ■ V, Todd, Findlay, & Co. 


for India 




Column 

Volume aud Page. 


of 

Digest. 

6 Mad., 385 . . 


3385, 6127 

I.L.E., 8 All.,388 . 

, 

4010 

I. L. R., 4 AIL, 60 

, 

3522 

1 Ind. Jur , N. S., 23 • 

, 

1049 

I. L. R., 10 Calc., 30 : 13 C.") 


L. R., 382 ; L. R., 10 I. A., [ 

3899 

129. 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 401 . 


2620 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 317 . 


393 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 188 . 

, 

5390 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 312 : L. 

R.,5) 

2394, 2450 

1. A., Cl. 

i 

2518 

3 Mad., 75 . 

s 

2264, 2318 

1 

2323 

5 Mad., 377 


2422 

1 Mad., 60 . 


5261 

2 Mad., 311 


769 

I L. R., 8 Mad., 99 


6487 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 67 


3264, 5430 

1 Mad., 447 


4143 

4 Mad., 43 . 


3237 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 96 


2170 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 285 . 

\ 

1 

1728, 4230 
4455 

5 Mad.. 417 

• 

5115 

2N. W., 3 . 

• 

1479 

I. L. R., 6 All., 138 

• 

465 

4 N. W., 160 

10 B. L. R., 125: 

14 ) 

3001 

Moore’a I. A., 309: 
W. R., 77. • 

17 1 

1340, 3785 

I. L. R., 1 All., 230 . 

• 

4338 

I. L. R., 2 All., 241 : L. 
6 I. A., 126. 

B., j 

3145, 6016 

2 W. R., Act X, 105 . 

• 

654 

2 Agra, 128 

• 

683 

6 N. W., 225 

• 

4339 

I. L. R., 2 All., 241 : L. 
6 I. A., 126. 

R., j 

3145, 6016 

13 Moore’s 1. A., 532 . 


4635 

19 W. R., 429 . 


4202 

Cor., 39 . 


6276 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 21 


2649 

5 B. L. R., Ap., 22 


2651 

2W. R., Mis., 24. 


228 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 213 . 


1123 

3\V. R., S.C. C. Ref., 14 


6656 

3 N. W., 83 


468 

18W. R..626 . 


1708 ‘ 

6 W. R., Act X, 13 


3799, 6090 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 340 . 


4969, 6116 

2 W. R., Mis., 10. 


3835 

Bourke, 0. C., 292 


6061 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 153 . 


1666 

2 B. L. R., A. C., 292 . 


1360 

7 W. R., 286 


2776, 4216 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6733 


Name of Case. 


Volume anil Pago. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Soadden v, Todd, Finlay, & Co. 

Snaith v. McQuhae . . . ' . . • 

Snell V. Queen 

Sobbee Jha v. Shosbeenatb Jha . . . • 

Sobha Bibee v. Sakhamnt Ali . 

Sobhagehand Gulabchaudi;. Bbaichand . • 

Sobha Kooeree v. Hurdoy Narain Mobiijun . 

Sobha Mahton ik Paharoo ..... 
Sobhan v, Shubraton ..... 

Sobha Pandey v, Sahodra Bibi .... 
Sobharam v, Gungapershad . * . 

Sobha Sab v, Inderjeet ..... 
Sobil Dass v. Chundra Deb .... 
Sobratun v. Toova ...... 

Sodamini Dasi v. Jageswar Siir .... 

Sofaoll Khan v. Woopean Khan .... 
Sofir Merdha v. Nobokishore .... 
Sofiruddeen v. Empress ..... 
Sohan v. Mathura Das ..... 
Sohan Lai v. Aziz-unnissa Begam 

■ V. Karim Bakhsh .... 

Sohodea Bikee v, Deendyal Lai “^ . . . 

Sohodwa v. Smith ...... 

Sobudra v. Roy Kaliha SahOy .... 
Sohun Lall v. Lala Gy a Pershad 
Sohun Patuck v, Omoola Koowur . . ' . 

Sohun Singh v. Keola Bibee .... 
Sojan V. Koop Ram ..... 

Sokabai v. Lakshmibai ..... 

Sokhina Bibi. In the matter of the petition of 

Solah Bibee v. Keerun Bibeo . ... 

Solano V, Ahmeida ...... 

— V, Doolhin UmritKoer . . . . 

— V, Hoormut Bahadoor .... 

— V, Moran & Co. ..... 

V, Soobrun Roy ..... 

Soldar Mondul v, Nilcomul Chatterjea 
Solieitor. In re a . 

Solomon, In the matter of the petition of . 

■' " V, Abdool Azeez ..... 

V, Abdool Aziz ..... 

■ V. Lalla Ram Lall .... 

Somangouda bin DajamaTigouda v. Bharmangouda 
Somarimull v, Bhairodas Johury • 
Somashgkhara v. Subhadramaji .... 
Somasundaram Chetti v. Administrator General . 
Somasundara Tarnbiran v. Sakkarai Pattan 
Somerooddeen. In the matter of • . . 


7 W. R.. 313 .. . 

7 Mad., 332 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 201 . 

15W. R., 150 . 

I. L. R., 3 CmIc., 371 : 1 C. 
L. R., 331. 

I. L. R., 6 Bora., 193 . 

25 W. R., 97 
2 N. W., 310 

I. L. R, 5 Calc., 558 : 5 C. 
L. R., 21. 

I. L. B., 6 All., 322 . 

2 N. W , 260 
5 N. W., 148 
20 W. R., (V., 15 . 

7 W. R., 273 

5 B. L. R., Ap., 27: 13 W. 
R., 339. 

9W.R.,123 • . 

2 W. R., 286 ... 

2 C. L. R., 132 . 

1. L. R., 6 All., 449 . 

I. L. R., 7 All., 136 . 

I. L. R., 2 All., 281 . 

11 B. L. R.. 1 38, note . 

12 B. L. R., 82 : 20 W. R., 
139. 

W. R., 1864, Mis., 23 . 

6 N. W., 265 

Marsh., 7 . 

16W. R., 169 . 

2 Agra, 61 . 

12 Bom., 9 . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 87 : 8 C. 

L. R., 387. 

16 W. R., 175 . 

10 C. L. R., 573 . 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 65 
1 Hay, 573 . 

4 0. L. R., 11 . 

6 W. R., Act X, 4 
1 C. L. R., 528 . 

4 B. L. R., P. C., 29 . 

1. L. R., 11 Calc., 767 . 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 687: 8 C. 
L.. R., 169. 

4 C. L. R., 366 . * . 

7 C. L. R., 481 . 

1 Bom., 43 . . ' : 

7 H. L. R., 431 . 

L L. R., 6 Bom., 524 . 

1. L. R., 1 Mad., 148 . 

4 Mad., 369 • 

11 W. R., 159 . 


300, 4898 
3699 
4704 
770, 773 

1917 

4838. 6401 
6141, 6142 
79, 80 
2444 
1630 

3740 

3324 

1177 

3964 

5160 

4473 

•1898 

• 5812 

1984 
1007 
56S8 
4918 
789 
2721 

6197 

.187 

484 

5267 

3055 

1149. 3693 
1216 

1958 

3675 

817 

2989 

3076 

1483 

3803 

1696 

5722 

3154, 5136 
995 

2817, 44D2' 
4407 
1705 
2356 

589, 2211 
328, 2132 
133, 3093 
3942 
4393 



6734 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


5 

{; 

i I 


Somkali w. Bhairo . • . • 

Somree v, Jitun Sonar • • 

Somu t>. Queen . • . , 

Somu Gurukhal v, Han mammal • 

Sona V. Leelanund Singh . 

Son a Beebee v, Lall Chand Chowdhry , 

Sonachala i\ Manika . . * 

Sonai Sardar v, Bukhtar Sardar . 

Snnaka Chowdrain v. Bhoobunjoy Shaba 
Sonamall v. Sudaram Rotti 
Sonamonee Dossee v. Jov Doorga Dossee 
Sonanoonee Dossia ?>. Motee Singh • 

Sonamoni Dasi v. Lilanund Singh 
Sonaoollah v. Imamooddeen 

Sonatan Roy v, Ananda Kumar Mookeijee 

Sonatun Bukshee v. Gopal Chunder Shamunb 
Sonatun Bysapk v. J uggut Soondree Dossee 
Sonhtun Doss v. Kalee Pershad Doss . 

Sonatun Gbose v. Abdool Farar • • 

• V. Abdul Turrub . . 

Sonatun Missert?. Rutton Mollah 
Sonaya Pillai v. Kalamegam 
Sonbai v, Ahmedbhai Haribhai . 

Sonet Kooer v. Himmut Bahadoor 

Sonkally Koonwar. In re 
Sonnum Sookul v. Elahee Bukah 
Soobab’ Doorgah Lai Jha v. Neelannnd Sing 
Soobah Pirthee Lai Jha v. Soobah Doorga Lai Jha 
Soobanse Singh v. Jiiggesshur Koer . 

Soobba Tevan v, Moothookood}’ . 

Soobhudra Dossee v. Boloram Dewan . 

Soobhul Chunder Paul v, Nitye Churn Bysack 

Soobhul Singh v. Meeto Singh . 

Soobramania Telaver v. Sokka Telaver 
Soobudra v. Ramprokash Singh . 

Soobndra Bebee v. Sheo Churn Lall 
Soobnl Chunder Gooho v. Tumeezooddeen Chowdhry 
Soobul Chunder Paul v. Attur Ali 
Sooburnomonee Dabea v. Peturnber Dobey 
Sooda Ram Doss v. Joogul Kishore Goopto 
Soodha Monee Dossee v. Brojonath Mozoomdar 

— ' ■ V. Gooroopersaud Dutt 

Soodha Mookhee Dossee^i?. Ram Guttee Kurmokar 
Soodharam Bhuttacharjee v. Odhoy Chunder Bundo- > 
padhya. . • ) 

Soodheekeena Chow(}brain v, Gopee Mobun Sein . 
Soodishtee Lall Chowdhry v, Nuthoo Lall Chowdhry 
Soodukhina Chowdhrain v. Issur Chunder Mozoomdar . 


W'luiiie and Paj^o . 


{ 


V, Raj Mohun Bose 


L L. R., 5 AIL, 55 
•22 W. R.. Or., 30 
1. L. R., 6 Mad., 316 
7 Mad., 13 . 

5 W. R., 290 
9 W. R., 242 
I. L. R., 8 Mad., 516 
25 W. R., <>., 46 . 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 311 

7 B. L. R., Ap., 23 

17 W. R., 551 
14W. R., 385 
11 C. L. R., 30 , 

24 W. R., 273 

2 B. L. U., Ap., 31: 11 W. 
R., 96. 

16W.R., 31 . * . 

8 Moore’s 1. A., 66 
13 W. R., 146 
B. L. R., Sup. VoL, 109 

W. R.. 91. 

2 W. R.. 105 
\V. R., 1864, 95 . 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 130 

9 Boiri., 398 

I. L. R.. 1 Calc., 391 : 25 
K., 239 : L. R., 3 I 
92. 

6 W. R., Mis., 53 . 

7 W. R., 453 


] 7W. H., 73 


■i 


W. 

A., 


13 C. L. R., 86 . 

6 Mad., 4.0 . 

W. R., F.B.,67: lInd.Jiir., / 

O. S., 82. j 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 663 : 7 C. I 
L. R., 201. ) 

W; R., 1864, Act X, 12 
5 Mad., 437. 

16 W. K., 6 . 

7 W. R., 375 

14W. R.,414 . 

liW. R., 32 . 

Marsh., 221 : 1 Hay, 497 
24 W. R., 274 . 

4, W. R., Mis., 14 . 

W. R., 1864, 176 . 

20 W. R., 419 

10 B. L. R., 380 : 19 W. R.,1 

279. J 

1 W. R., 41 . 

8 W. R., 487 
12 W. R., 24 

11 W. R., 350 . 


of 

Diffest. 


1431 

3606, 3740 
962 
4817 
2035 
6329 
6<'83 
3864 

240, 6726 
4398 

498, 1885 
5730 
5723 
1683 

2928 

6582 

2531 

4434 

5i06 

4203 

2283 

3598 

268, 3090 

;^057, 3046 

85 

1105 

1719, 2275 

3565 

6221 

2352 

3957 

4931 

6176 

6085 

2709 

5117 

2019, 6300 
3348, 3796 
2686 
209 
194 
1619 

4827 

1395 

1611 

388, 1433 
388, 339 
771, 1768 
4458 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6735 


Name of OaHe. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Soogfun Chund v. Gopal Gir 
Soojaat Ali v, Huree Thakoor . 

Soojan Bibee v. Achmut Ali • • 

Soojan Mull v. Hyder Junj^ Babadoor 
Soojat Ali t). Zumeerooddeen 
Soojat Mahomed v. Mahomed Torah • 

Boojaut Hossein. In the matter of the petition of 
Soojun M undid v. Woozeer Muudul 
Sookhaii Sahoo v. Government . 

Sookhanundamoyee Dcbia v. Baney Madhub Mookerjee . 
Sookhee Monee Debia w. Brijoraj Mookerjee . 
Sookheemonee Dossee v, Mohondro Nath Dutt 
Sookh Lull Jihoojwalla v. Goolzar Bhooj walla 
Sookhmoyee Chowdhraiu v, Kaghubendro Narain Chow- 
dhry. 

Sookh Moyee Dossee v. Nurmooda Dossee 
Sookhinun w. Chooramun . 

Sookhnund v. Nundoo Singh 

Sookho Soonduree Dabia v. Wooraa Soouduree Dubia 
Sookhrttj Bahadoor v. Jnreena Bibee . 

Sookh Kaj Singh v. Tuttazzool Hossein 
Sookhram Nirpiit Singh 
Sookna Modhee v. Guntlhoo Bam Mundul 
Sookoomar Singh t>. Kaaliee Singh 
Sookrara Doss v, Nund Kishore Doss . 

Sookram Misser v. Orowdy 
Sookyaboye Ammal v. Latchmi Ammal 
Sooltan Ali v. Chand Bibee 
Sooltan Bahadoor v, Laloo Kooer • 

Sooltan Chund v. Schiller . • 

Soomar Jaffer v. Abdool Knrveem 
Soomruu Kai v. Mahesh Dutt . 

Soomrun Thakoor v, Chunder Mun Misser . 

Soomungul Kooer v. Court of Wards . 

Soomut Dobs v . — • • 

Soonar v. Khuderun ..... 

Soonatun Saha v. Ramjo}^ Saha . 

Soonder Bebee v. Khilloo Mull alias Ram Ball 
Soonder. Kooinaree Debea v. Gudadhur Pershad ( 
Tewaree. I 

Soonder Ball v, Baillie . • . . • • 

Soonder Narain v. Benniid Bam ...» 
Soonder Narain Pandah v. Namdar . ... 

Soondur Kooer v, Balia Rughoobur Dyal 
Soondur Koomaree Debia v, Kishoree Bal Sein 
Spondur Monee Chowdhraiu v, Bhoobun Mohun Chowdry 
Soondur Singh v. Buhooria Alum Basheo 
Soonea m Ram Suha 

Sooney Ram Marwaree v, Byjnath Kooer 
Soonjharee Koonwur v. Ramessur Pandey 
Soonut Dass v, Bhoban Ball 
Soopersaud. In re 


4 N. W., 101 

6 W. B., Act X, 44 
14 B. B. R., Ap., 3 : 21 W. 
R. 4l4. 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 58 

5 W. R., 158 
26 W. R., 281 
22 W. R., Cr., 19 

6 W. R.. Civ. Ref., 20 
18 W. R.. Or., 5 
1 W. R., 73 
17 W. R.,228 

13 W. R., P. C., 14 

14 W. R., 228 

24 W. R., 7 . 

15 W. R., 210 

1 Agra, 172 

2 Agra. 221 
]8 W. R., 255 
11 W. R., 341 
2 N. W., 142 




3 Agra. 67 • 


•1078 



12 W. R., 261 . 


1823, 2022 

, 


13 W. K., 250 


5940 



22 W. R., 21 


U4 

, 


19 W. R.; 284 


. 4216 



13 W B., P. C., 3 . 


4i234i 



9 W. R., 130 


138 

, 


17 W. R., 300 

I. B. R., 4 Calc., 252 
L. R.. 287. 

.*3 C. 

3567 

1116, 1117 

» 


1 fnd. Jur.. N. S., 230 


600’ 

• 


4 N. W., 33 


3168 


2332 

1628 

1837 

3112, 6184 
3670 
6168 
4105 
5232 
6256 
317 
2700 
1697 
4473 

‘3163 

769, 3448 
4008 
4965 
684 ' 

681 

12772, 5452 


3 C. B. R., 282 : 5 C B. R., 
26. 

17 W. R., 560 . 

21 W. R., 292 . 

24 W. R., 151 
2 N. W., 251 
Marsh., 549 • 

2 N. W., 90 

4 W. R, P. C., 116: 
Moore’s I. A., 54. 

24 W. R., 287 . 

1. B. R., 4 Calc., 76 
21 W. R.,.407 . 

10 W. R., 246 . 

5 W, R., 246 

11 W. B., 536 . ^ 

24 W. R., 36 
2 N. W., 146 
10 W. R., 88 

6 W. R., Mis., 47 

20 W. R., 478 . 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 91 


2167, 2396 
1252 

203, 1883 . 
1889 
3021 
139 

4327,4866 
2105, 2144 
■ 2318 
4047 
2277 

3706 
4233 
1387 
461 
183 
3929 
6827 
• 203 
2645,2651 



€736 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Nome of Case. 


Soophul Sing;h v. Methoo Singh 
Soopromonian Setty v. Heilgers 

Soopun Khan v. Huro Pershad Paul . • 

Sooraj Buksh v. Uamjeeawun . . , 

Sooraj Kant Acharje v. Khoodec Narain Manna 
Sooraj Monee Dayee v. Suddanund Mohapattur 

Soorasoondery Dabee v. Golam Ally . 

Soorendronath Roy v: Bhyrub Mundul 

■ V, Purmaiaind Glioae . 

V, Rughoobur Dyal Awusteo 

Soorendro Nath Roy Chowdhry. In the matter of 
Soorendro Pershad Dobey v. Jugobundhoo Pandey 

■ ' ' ' — V. Nundun Misser 

Sooriah Row d, Cotaghery Boochiah . . . ^ 

- " -t?. Enoogunty Sooriah . . . ^ 

Sooija Kant Acharj Chowdry. In the matter of the ) 

petition of. ) 

Soorja Koer v* Natb Buksh Singh . . • • 

Soorj Buksh Singh v, Sreekishen Doss 

Sooijee Kanto Roy v. Forlong • 

Soorjeemqney Dossee v. Denotundo Mullick 


V, Denobundoo Mullick 


Soorjmonee Dossee v. Suroop Clmnder Shah 
Soorjmukhi Koer. In the matter of the petition of 
Soorjo Coomar Bhuttaeharjee v. Bhngwan Chuiider Roy 
Soorjo Coomar Surma Roy v, Krishto Coomar Chow- C 
dhry. ( 

Soorjo Kant Banerjee v. Kristo Kishore Poddar . 

Soorjo Koomar v, Gungadbur Roy .... 

Soorjomonee Dayee v, Suddanund Mohapattcr 

Sooi^omonee Dossee v. Pearee Mohun Mookerjee 
Soorjo Narain Panda v. Bissurabur Singh . 

Soorjoon v. Ishree Brahman . . . • . 

Soorjoo Pershad v. Krishau Pertab Bahadoor 

Soorma Khatoon v, Attaffoonnissa Khatoon 

Soornum Butty v. Boodhessuree .... 

Sooruj Buksh Singh v. Sreekishen Doss 

Sooruj Komar Pershad V. Mahadeo Dutt . . C 

Sooruj Pershad Tewary v. Saheb Lall Tewary . ( 

Sorabjee Vacha Gauda v. Koonwai-jee Manickjeo . 

Sorabji Fardunji v. Dufabhbhai Hargovandas 
Sorabji Nassarvanji Dundas v. Justices of the Peace ( 
for the City of Bombay. . t 

Sorabji Ratanji v. Great Indian Peninsula Railway *> 
Company. ) 

Sorbojit Roy v, Gonesh Prosad Misser , 


■ Volume and Pago. 




IW. R,103 

1. L. R., 5 Calc., 71 : 4 C. 

R., 377. 

4 W. R., Afct X, 50 
4 N. W., 5 . 

22 W. R., 9 
12 W. R., 296 

15 B. L. R., 125, note : 19 > 

W. R., 142. > 

14 W. R., 462 . 

16 W. R.. 342 . 

16 W. R., 392 . 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 106 . 

22 W. R., 426 . 

21 W. R., 196 . 

6 W. R., P. C.. 127: 

Moore’s I. A., 113. 

6 W. K., P. C., 125: 
Moore’s 1. A., 72. 

I. L. R., 1 Calc.. 383 . 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 102 . 

9W. R., 500 

lind. Jur., N. S., 382:6 W.) 
R., Act X, 44. i 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 37 : 4 W. 
R., P. C., 114: 6 Moore’ 

A., 626. 

9 Moore’s I. A., 123 
W. R., 1864, 198 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 272 . 

24 W. R., .328 . 

12 B. L. R., 224 : 14 W. R. 

P. B., 30. ) 

14W. R., 423 

12 W. R., 80 . . . 

12 B L. R., 304 : 20 W. R., 
877: L. R., I. A., Sui 
Vol., 212. 

25 W. R., 331 . 

23 W. R., 311 . 

3 N. W., 74 

IN. W., 49:Ed. 1873, 46 

2 Hay, 210 

10 W. R., 313 . 

6 W. R., Mis., 126 

5 N. W., 50 

3 W. R., 25 

6 W. R., P. C.,29 : 1 Moor 
I. A., 47. 

1. L. R., 5 Bom., 65 
12 Bom., 250 

7 Bom., 0. C., 119, note 
I. L. R., 10 Cak, 761 . 


t W.) 

e’sl. V 




re’s j 


Coliunn 

of 

Digest. 


383 

46CX> 

778 

6379 

5756 

282 

1698, 1663 
4148 
145 
291 
337 
393 
2749 

1038, 2766 
4155 

3843, 6246 
3842 

219, 6924 

2433 

6409 

5074 


2550 

2552 

1677 

277 

4784 

6734 

322, 4007 
6112 

2341, 2367 
6026 

1603 
1833 
2301 
2197 
3653 
4848 
220, 6409 
2331 
4879 

1720 

1131,1541 
(y2, 1570 
6876 

1382 

2103 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6737 


Name of Coso. 


Soroop Chiindei' Paul v. Dump De Dorabal . 
Soroop Narain Pandah v, Soondur Porya 
Soruth Soonderv Djibee v. Brodie . • . . 

Soshi Hhusan (jhand. In the matter of the petitioi 

V. Griah Chuuder Taluqdar . 

Soshikishore Bundopadhya v. Chooramonee P 
Maliadabee. 

Sotish Chnnder Lahiry v. Nil Comul Lahiry 

Soudaminee Dossee 'M,*Bholauath Shaba . 

— , — — w. Bistoo Narain Roy 

V, Dheraj Mahatab Chand 

Soudarainey Dossee w. Jogesh Chnnder Dutt « 

r. Juggoinohun Sen 

Soudamonee Dossee v, Poorno Chunder Roy 
Sonjharee Cooraar e. Rameshur Panda 
Southern Cachar Tea (^o. In the matter of • 
Southo Pursad Dass v, Pnrasu Pad ban 
■ ■ ■ - V, Rughoo Padhan 

Sowdamiuee Debia v» Mohesh Chunder Mookerjee 

Sowdamini Chowdhrain v. Krishna Kishor Poddar 
Sowdamonee Debya v, Spalding. In the matter of 
Spencer v, Kadir Buksh . • . 

V. Puhul Chowdhry . . , 

Spence’s Hotel Company v, Anderson . • 

• ■ ■ ■ — — V, . , 

Speyer v. Janssen ...... 

Spink V. Moran 

Spooner v, Juddow ...... 

Sreechand v. Budhoo Singh .... 
Sreechund Baboo v. Mullick ChoolhuH 
Sreedhessury Chowdry v, Muddun Koowar Jha 
Sreedhur Churn Nundee v, Juggobundoo Pau • 
Sreedhur Jha v. Dabee Dutt .... 
Sreegobind Singh v. Odit Narain Singh 

Sreegopal Mullick v, Dwarkanath Sein 

V. Ram Churn Nuskor . 

Sreehuree Bukshee v. Gopaulchunder Samunt 

Sreehuree Hoy v. Hill 

SreehqiTy Paul v, Nilmoney Sen 

Sreehurry Roy v. Hills . , . . , 

Sreekant Bhuttacharjee v. Rajnarain Chatterjec • 
Sreekant Ghose v. Bhugw^an Chunder Sen 
Sreekant Roy, In the matter of the petition of . 
Sreekant Chowdhry v. Kitabooddeen Sirdar . 
Sreekant Shaha v. Kaltoo Doss 
Sree Kishen o. Eshree Purtaub Rai 


Volume and Page, 


1 B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 938 


1 W. R., 72 


11 W. R., 606 . 


1 W. R., 274 

, 

I. L. E., 11 Calc., 694 . 

. 

W. B., 1864, 107 

. 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 46 . 


9 W. R., 363 


8W. R., 323 


f B. L. R., Snp. Vol., 686 

: 6). 

( W. R., Mis., 102. S 

I. L. R., 2 Calc., 262 . 


1 Hyde. 172 


W. R., 1864, Act X, 113 


4 W. R., 32 


2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 180 . 


; 26W.R.,98 


19 W. R.. 262 


4B. L.R..F.B.,11: 12 W.) 
R . F. B., 8. ] 

12 C. L. R., 163 . 


6 H. L. R.,668: 16 W. 

R., ( 

1 471. 


6 B. L. R., 658 : 15 W. 

R..7 

471. i 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 294, note . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 296 . 

, 

Bmirke, 0. C., 28 

, 

21 W. R., 161 . 

. 

4 Moore’s I. A., 363 


13W. R., 301 . 

9 W. R., 664 


1 W. R., 128 


W. R., 1864, Mis., 37 . 


9 W. R., 170 


W. R., F. B., 4 . 


16W. R., 620 . 

{ 

I. L. B.. 8 Calc., 856 : 12 

c.) 

L. R., 125. J 

15 W. R., 600 . 


9 W. R., 156 


1 Hvde, 169 


6 W. R., Civ. Rot, 21 . 


7 W. R., 476 


10 W. R., 1 


24W. R , 13 


7 W. R.. 74 


10 W. R., 49 


low. R., 135 


2 Agra, 299 



Column 
of • 
Dijirest. 


3454,4291 

2240 

4944, 5404 
6965 
2890 
3437 

276 

2463,2660 

1208 

3180 

3929 

953 


1826 

338,2880 

4308 

338, 2880 
4308 
427 
929 

2093, 6898 
4594 

4122, 4634 
6973 
2975 
3279 
4997 
196 
1681 
6111 

326, 1629 
2978 

4771, 6124 

1997 

138B 

402 

6261 

6030 

1846 

1636, 5766 
279 

333. 641 
1434 
4249 



6788 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page, 


Sree Kishen Chowdhry v» Ramkisto Bhuttacharjee 
JSreeki^sen Juglal ...... 

Sreekristo Biswas v, Joy Kristo Biswas 
Sreekunt Doss v, Raiiijeebun Roy . . . . 

Sreemaijchutider Mookerjee v. Mutty Loll Mookerjee . 
Sree Misser v. Crowdy ...... 

Sree Mohuu Ghuttuck. In the matter of . 
Sreemuliuouey Bebee v. Goberdlione Bermono • 

Sreemuncb under Dey v, Gopal Chunder Chuckerbutty | 

Sreemunjuree Dossee ?>. Pooriisuttum Doss . 

Sreemunt Dutt v. Krishnanatli Roy 
Sreemunt Koondoo v. Sharoda Soonduree Dossee • 
Sreemunt Kowar v. Akbur Mundul . *. . . 

Sreemunt Lall Ghose v. Shama Soonduree Dassee 
Sreeuiuuto Benaicb Kao Imrit. In the goods of . 
Sreemunto Duloui v. Kamchand Aduck 
Sreemunto Hajrah v. Tajooddeeri . . • • 

Sreemunto Koondoo v. Brijonath Paul Chowdhry. 
Sreemunto Puianianick v. Abhoy Churn Manna . 
Sreemunt Kam Dey V. Kookoor Chand . • . • 

Sreemunt Ram Totadar v, Kam Kishcii Sen 
Sreemunt Sen v. Gorai Gazee . • . • . 

" Sreemutty v, Lukbee Narain Butt «. 

Sreenarain Bagchee v. Smith • . . . |^ 

Sree Narain Berahn . Gooro Pcrshad Berah 
Sreenarain By sack. In re 
Sreenarain Chuckerbutty v. Miller 

— t • -y. 

Sreenarain Mitter v. Dlieraj Mahtab Chund • 

— V. Kishen Soondery Dassee . | 

— V. Mahatab Chand 

Sreenath Baiierjeo. In rhe matter of the petition of 
^ ■ — V. Doorgadoss JSuiidy 

■ ' . ■■■ — — V, PuiTum Sookh Chunder 

Sreeuatb Bhuttacharjee v. Kam Comul Gangooly . 

Sreenath Bose v. Nobin Chunder Bose 

■ ■ V. Poglian Mollah . , . . 

— t). Radhanath Bose ... 

Sreenath Chattevjee v, Kylash Chunder Chatterjee 
Sreenath Chowdhry v. Grey .... 

V. Kritattomoyee Dossee 

Sreenath Chunder Chowdhry v. Mohesh Chunder Bun- 

dopadhya. 

Sreenath Churn Dasa v. Dwarkanath Ghose 
Sreenath Churn Soor v, Nilkanto Dey 
Sreenath Doss. In the goods of . . . . 

Sreenath Dutt v. Dwary Dhallie 

— V. Nandkishore Doss • 

y., Ramgopal Chatterjee 

V. Unnoda Churn Dutt 

Sreenath Ghosal v, Bisson ath Ghose . 

Sreenath Ghose. In the matter of . . 


low. R., 317 . 

9 W. R., Cr., 6 . . . 

24 W. R., 304 . . ’ . 

18W.R.,342 

Oor., 67 . • • . 

15 IV. R.t 243 • . • - 

13 Moore’s 1. A., 343 . . 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S. 319 . 

7 W. R., P. C., 10 : 11 Moore's ^ 

I. A., 28. > 

9 W. R.. 499 • . 

2.5W. R., 10 . 

8 W. R., 197 

8W. R., 438 . . • : 

1*2 W. R., 276 . . - : 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 10 . 

5 W. R., Cr., 57 . 

21 W. R., 409 

16 W. R,, 296 

11 W. R.. 297 . 

15W. R., 481 

22 W. R , 387 . 

18W. R,199 

22 W. R., 171 • 

1. L. JC, 4 Calc., 807 : 4 C. 

L. K , 1 18. > 

6 W. R., 219 • 

2 llvde, 180 

15 W. R., 0. C., 7 
* 5 B. L. R., 254, note 

17 W. R., 72 . . • 

11 B. L. R., 171 : L. R., I. ^ 

A., Sup. Vol., 149. ) 

3 W. R., 3...* 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 221 . 

9 W. K.. 216 • 

26 W. R., K 5 . 

3 W. R., P. C.. 43 : 10 Moore’s ^ 

I. A., 220. > 

9W. R., 473 

17 W. R., 374 • 

12 C. L. R., 370 . 

21 W. R., 248 • 

13W. R., 114 . 

18 W. R., 286 

1 C. L. R., 453 .. . 

14 W. R., 318 * 

22 W. U., 309 .. . 

20W.R., 44D . 

2 W. R., S. C. C. Ref., 2 
6 W. R., 208 

11 W. R., 108 

23 W. R., Cr., 34 . 

r B. L. R., Sup. Vol, Ap., 10 : I 
i. 5 W. R.. 100. ) 

10 W. R., Cr., 33 . 


3225 

5556 

4985 

5479 

6128 

1183, 3804 
265 
3425 
299, 300 
477, 6127 
877, 4320 
3979 
83 

’ 1784, 4752 

1467, 5367 
4526 
4508 
3245 
2928 
6271 
56, 5351 
4115 
5694 
4167 


2467 

26tll 

6105 

2603 

3511 

1411, 2112 
2113 
220 
6277 
1031. 
4050 


3841 

1614 

3166 

175 

879, 5232 
5123, 6132 

1186 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


B7S9 


Name of Cafle. 


Volume and 1 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Sreenath Ghose v, Rajehunder Paul • 

V, Sabib Ram Roy • 

Sreenath Ghossal ». Joy Narain Eavar • 
Sreenath Gooho v, Yusoof Khan 

Sreenath Holdarv. Ram Soondur Chuckerbutfcy 
Sreenath Koondoo v, Huree Narain Mudduck 

Sreenath Kur. In the matter of the petition of 

Sreenath Lall v. Jumneyjoy Mulliclc • 

Sreenath Mookerjee v. Komul Kurmokar 

V, White • • 

Sreenath Mundle v. Sreeram Rajput • 

Sreenath Nag v. Ghunder Nath Ghoae 
Sreenath Nag Mozoomdar v, Mon Mohinee Dossia 
Sreenath Roy. In the matter of the petition of 

— — V, Ainooddeen Shaha . 

— V, Bindoo Bashinee Debia • , 

V, Cally Doss Ghose 

• — V. Goluck Cliunder 8ein 

• — V. Radhanath Mookerjee • • 


■ V. Ross 


Sreenath Roy Chowdhry. 
of. 


In the matter of the petition 

Sreenath Singh Chowdhry v. Hurreeprea 

Sreenath Thakoor v, Watson 

Sreeneebash Roj^ v. Umbika Churn Roy • . 

Sreeiiibash Laekv. Prosunno Oooinar Mitter • 

Sreeperwhad v. Rajgooroo Treeumbuknath Deo 
Sreepershad Surmah Bhuttacharjee v, Shuroopa Dossia . 

Sreeputty Mirdha v. Kartick Singha . . . 

Sreeputty Roy v. T^oharam Roy 

Sreeram v, Hokoom Singh . . . , 

Sreeram Bhuttacharjee r. Puddomookhee Debia . 
Sreeram Chandra Lerkaii v. Bipindass . • , 

Sreeram Chatteijee v. Lakhun Magilla • • 

Sree Ram Chowdhry v* Denobundhoo Chowdhry • 

Sreeram Chunder Banerjee v. Mudhoo Soodun Roy 
Sreeram Ghose v. Molook Chand Deb 

V. Sreenath Dutt Chowdhry 

Sreeram Hazrah v, Gy aram Hatee 

Sreeram Roy Chowdhry v. Kolemooddee Mollah • 

Sreesh Chunder Doss r, Assimonissa . . . 

Sreeshteedhur Shaha v, Woomeshnath Roy . 

Sreestee Dhur Chuckerbutty v. Sreenath Biswas • 
Sreestee Dhur Dey v, Doorga Narain Nag . • 

Sn Bullov Bhattacharji v, Baburam Chattopadhya 

Srichand v. Nim Chand Sahu .... 
Sridhar Nan di v. Brajanath Kundu Chowdhry . 
Srihari Mandal v, Jadunath Ghose . • • 


8 W. R., 171 

12 B. L. R..604, note : 12 W. 
R., 304. 

3 W. R., Act X, 11 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 556: 9 C. > 
L. R., 334. 

4 W. R., S. C. C. Ref., 4 
7 W. R., 399 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 450 : 10 C. ) 
L. R., 421. 

Marsh, 650 : 2 Hay, 649 

16 W. R., 83 

13 W. R., 126 . 

24 W. R„ Cr., 62 

17 W. Ri, 192 . 

6 W. R., 35 

17 W. R., 405 . 

26 W. R., 103 . 

20 W. R., 112 . 

I L. R., 6 Calc., 82 
16 W. R., 348 . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 773 
4 W. R., S. C. C. Ref., 13 

7 W. R., 462 

10 W. R., 449 . 

4W. R., Mi8.,4 . 

12 W. R., 376 . 

25 W. R., 218 . 

10 W. R., 44 
9 W. R., 452 
1. L. R., 9 Calc., 10:11 C. L.} 


R., 181. 


3 


B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 687: 7} 
W. R., 384. 

2 N. W., 467 
9 W. R., 162 
I. L. R., 4 Calc., 710 . 

Marsh, 379:2 Hay, 427 


172, 371 
1924 
4316 
793 

6323 

81 

2759 

4209 

6277, 6650 
4266 
981,6154 
1708 
143, 2342 
4442 
581 

146, 2023 
2815, 2828 
1197, 6240 
206 
4604 

5829 

6141 

6688 

4436 

1466 

3168 

6383 

903 

6672 

4760 

2413, 2424 
2029 

1641, 1659 


I. li. K., 7 Calc., 490 : » C. L. > 
B., 147. ) 

178 

24 W. K.. 17 

218 

4 W. B., Act X, 3 

1636 

7 W. B., 451 

2366 

11 W. B., 607 . 

3870 

9 W. K., 477 

4768 

7 W. B., 234 

>1664 

6 W. R., Mis., 1 . 

2708 

18 W. E., 332 . 

878 

17 W. R., 462 . 

668 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 169 

167, 6733 

6 B. L. B., Ap., 25 . 13 W. 

R., 337. 

1168 

2B. L. K.,A. C.,211;14W.t 
B., 286, note. j 

4161 

IB. L. R., A. C., 110: 101 
W. R., 169. 1 

3742 



6740 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Srihary Mundul v, Murari Chowdhry . 

Srikant Bhuttacharji v. Kedar Nath Mookerjee . 
Srikant Dey v, Huri Das Pal .... 
Srikant Roy v, Satcori Shaha .... 
Srikhanti Narayanappa v, Indupuram Ramalingam 
Sri Kisben v, Huri Kisben . . • 

Srikisben v» Secretary of State for India • 

Srinarayan Mitter v. Krishna Sundari Dasi • 
Srinatb Bhattacharji v. Ram Ratan De 
Srinatb Chuckerbutty v. Srimanto Lasbkar . 

Srinatb Das v. Park Pittar • . • • 

Srinatb Dutt v. Gopal Chunder Mittra 
Srinatb Gangopadhya v, Mabesh Chandra Roy . 

■ V. Sarbamangala Debi 

Srinatb Gbose v, Haronatb Dutt Chowdhry . 
Srinatb Kur Prosunno Kumar Ghose 

Srinatb Mazumdar v. Brajanatb Mazumdar 

Srinatb Saba v, Saroda Gobindo Chowdry 
Srinivasa v, Emperumanar Pillai 

— ■ ' V. Ponnambalam .... 

— — — V, Venkatramana .... 

Srinivasa Ayyangar v. Kiippan Ayyangar 

V. Peria Tambi Nayahar 

' V. Queen .... 

V. Rengasami Ayyangar . 

Srinivasa Bhatta v. Malayacban Mannadi . 

Srinivasachari v. Queen 

Srinivasa Chetti v. Nunjunda Chetti • . • 

Srinivasammal v. Vijayammal .... 
Srinivasa Nayudu v, Yelaya Nayudu . 

Srinivasa Ran Saheb v. Secretary of State for India 
Srinivasa Sastri v, Seshayyangar • • 

Srinivasayyar v, Laksmamina .... 
Srinivassa Chariyar v, Venkatasa Naikar 
Srinivassiengar v. Srinivassaranga Chariyar 
Srinivas Udpirav «?. Reid ..... 
Srinop v. Empress ...... 

Sriongo Kooer v. Maheswar Buksh Singb . 
Sripoti Churn Dey v. Mohip Narain Singb . 

Sri Prasad v, Raj Guru Triambuknatb Deo . 

Sri Ram v, Bbagirath Lai .... 
Sriram Biswas v, Juggernath Doss 


Volume aod Page. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 257 

3116 

6 C. L. R.. 242 • . 

1993 

11 C. L. R., 131 . 

2774 

3 C. L. R., 181 . 

6660 

3 Mad., 226 

4272 

6 Moore’s I. A., 432 

1729 

I. L. tt., 12 Calc., 143 : L. E.,) 

2070 

12 I. A.. 142. 1 

2B. L. R., A. C., 279:11W.> 

2112 

R.. 196. ) 

I. L. B , 12 Calc.. 606 . 

643 

8 B. L. K., 240, note : 10 W.( 

3013.6317 

R., 467. ^ 

6 B. L. R., 650 : 14 W. R., \ 

3319 

O. C., 41. ^ 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 611 : 12 C. ( 

410 

L. R., 445. ^ 

4B. L. 11., P. B., 3: 12 W.^ 

3364.3399 

R., F. B., 14. 

2B.L,R.,A. C., 144: low. 

2268.2496 

R., 488, 

9 B. L. E., 220: 18 W. E., 

5316 

240. 

I. L. E., 9 Calc., 934 : 13 C. 

3400 

L. R.. 372. 

4 B. L. R., Ap., 99 : 13 W. 

3511 

R., 309. _ . 

6 B. L. E., Ap., 10 

304 

I. Ti. E., 2 Mad., 42 

3595 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 376 

102 

I. L. E., 6 Mad., 121 

3349 

1 Mad., 180 

2138, 2288 

I. L. E., 4 Mad., 420 

240 

T. L. E., 4 Mad., 393 

906, 4363 

I. L. E., 2 Mad., 304 

2300 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 211 

4348 

l.L. R., 6Mad., 336 

2032 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 174 

3046 

2 Mad., 37 . 

2634 

I. L. E., 6 Mad., 261 

2406 

I. L. E., 6 Mad., 226 

4572 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 37 

4775 

I. L. E., 7 Mad., 206 

6265 

4 Mad., 440 

114 

4 Mad., 10 , • 

3414 

9 Bom., 266 • 

2866 

12C. L. E.. 226 . 

346 

B.L. B., Sup. Vol 13 : MarsVi, 

210 

627: W.E., F. B.,116. 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 643 : 13 C. 

4004 

L. R., 119. 

6 B.L. E., 666: 14 W. R. 

2391. 6096 

386. 

I. L. R., 4 All., 227 . 

4833 

lind. Jur..N.S., 187:6 W, 

663 

B., Act X, 45. 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6741 


Name of Caae. 



Sriram Cbunder Haidar, 
of. 


In the matter of the petition ^ 


Stephen. In the goods of 

— - V. Gasper 

V, Stephen • 


Stephenson v. Baumgartner 


V, Unnoda Dossee 


Sriram Chunder Haidar v. Chairman of the Howrah ' 
Municipality. 

Sriram Ghatak v, Brajamohan Ghosal 
Sriramulu v, Ramayya . • 

Srish Chunder Sircar Chowdhry Shib Narain Pal 
Srishteedhur Biswas v. Mudan Sirdar 
Srishteedhur Bose v. Shama Churn Ghoso . 
Srishteedhur Mundul v. Gobind Suruckar . 

Sristeedhur Bhuttacharjee v. Kaleedoss Dey 
Sristeedhur Paroee v. Indroblioosuii Chnekerbutty 
Sristeedhur Samunt v, Romanath Rokhit 

Stalk art v. Gopal Pan day . 

■ ■ ' ' V, Lalla Bhurrut Lall 
Staves V. Dias 

Steel V, Ichchuinoyi Chowdhrain 
V. Roberts 


Sterling v, Cochrane 
Stewart. In the matter of 

■ V. Delhi and London Bank 
— V, Scinde, Punjab, and Debli Railwa}’^ Company 
Stowell V, Ajudhia Nath 

' V. Billings 

Striman Sada Gopa v. Kristna Tatachariyar 
Strimatboo Moothoo Vijia Ragoouadah Ranee ICo- 
landapuree Natchiar alias KattamaNatchiar v. Dora- 
singa Tavor. 

Strinarasimma Chariyar v, Narasimma Chariyar 
Strinivasa v, Narayanasami 
Struthers v, Wheeler 
Studd V. Brij Nundun Pershad Singh 
Suba Bibi v Balgobind Das 
Subad Domni v, Katiram Dome 
Subah Roy v. Baldoo Singh 
Subba V, Queen-Empress . 

■ V, Trincal 

V. Venkata . , 


■] 


Subba Aitala. In re 


20 W. B., Cr., 65 . 

3B.L.R., Ap., 41: 11 W.\ 
E., 449. 3 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 15 • [ 

22 W. R., 466 
I. L. R., 9 Calc., 648 
14 W. R., 53 
6 W. R., Act X, 15 
24 W. R., 479 . 

18 W. R., 25 
6 W. R., 58 
12 B. L. R., 197 : 20 W. R., \ 

168. ) 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 115 
10 W. R., 444 .. . 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., Ill . 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 809: 8 C. L. 

R., 439. 3 

IB. L. R., S. N., 3: 10 W. ) 

R., 90. j 

IW. R.,265 

I. I. R., 8 Calc., 714 : 10 C.! 

L. R., 533. i 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 901: 13 C.) 

L. R., 430. > 

10 0. L. R., 536 . 

3 Agra, 104 . . i 


6 W. R., Mis., 18 . . ^ 

1 B. L. R., O. C., 114 . 

1 B. L. R., P. C., 55 : 10 WA 
R., P. C., 43. 3 

17 W. K., 201 . 

5 B. L. R., 195 . 

I. L. R., 6 All., 255 
I. L. R, 1 All., 350 
1 Mad., 301 

15 B. L. R., 83 : 23 W 
314 : L. R., 2 I. A., 1 

5 Mad., 183 
I. L. R., 8 Mad., 1 

6 C. L. R., 109 . 

9 C. L. R., 350 . 

I. L. R.. 8 AIL, 178 
20 W. R., Cr., 68 
24W. R.,225 . > 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 83 
I. L. R., 7 Mad., 460 
I. L. R., 8 Mad., 9 
I. L. R., 8 Mad., 21 
I. L. R., 1 Mad., 304 


S'. R., ] 
.69. 5 


505 


881 

2126, 2129 
2134 
5422 
6196 

554, 5661 
5320 
1449 
1328 
3373 

1169 

66 

6186 

205 

355 

3087 

3129 

77 

78 
4254 

1399, 4250 
6078 
161, 435 
3540, 5171 
2635 

454 

3106, 4683 
928 

5433, 6446 
1704, 3519 
2849 

1413 

231 
*3591 
912 
5389 
1398 
3741 
306 
6269 
4486 
3686 
432, 864 
261, 3880 


iO X 



6742 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Subba Chetty if. Masti Imroadi . 

Subbaiya v. Raj es vara Sastrulu . 

Subbaiyar v. Kristnaiyar 
Subbaji Rau v. Srinivasa Rau . 

Subbaluvammal v. Ammakutti Aramal 
Subbarama v. Eastulu Muttnsami 
Subbaramien v. Ponnusawmy Clietty 
Subba Rau v. Rama Rau .... 

■' V. Virappa .... 

Subbaraya v. Devaiidra .... 

V, Srinivasa .... 

Subbaraya Gurukal v. Chellappa Mudali 
Subbaraya Kamti v. Kiishua Kamti . 

Subbaraya Mudali v. Collector of Cbingleput 

.... Government • 

Subbarayana v. Subbakka . . . . 

Subbarayulu Nayak v. llama Reddi . 

Subba Yenkatara >laiyan v. Subraya Aiyan 
Subbaya v. Huthaya ..... 

V. Yarlagadda Ankinidu 

— V. Yellamrna .... 

Subbayya v. Cbellamma .... 

■ — - V, Venkatesappa 

Subbay yan v. Ruppa Nagaaami Ayyan 
Subbiem Pi Hay v. Arnachala Irungol Pillay 
Subbiramaniya Ayyau v. Velayuda Devar . 
Subbramania Mudaliar v. Kaliaiii Animal . 

Subbramaniya Pillay v. Perumal Cbetty 

Subbramanyian v, Ganapatbi 
Subbroya Oodian v. Queen 
Subbu V, Vasantbappan .... 
Subbu Hegadi v. Tonga .... 
Subbu viyan. In the matter of the petition of 
Subdul V, Buldeo ..... 
Subhabhat Vasudevbbat . . . 

Subhaiyan v, Sankara Subhaiyan 
Subhagi v, Muhammad Ishak . 

Subhan AH v. Sufdar Ali ... 

Subhanji bin Bahirji v. Bhavanrav bin Anandrav 
Subbaraya Mudali v. Queen 

Subjan Bibi v, Sariutulla .... 


Subjan Ostagur. In the matter of the petition of 

Suboorun v. Golam Nujee 
Subramania Ayyan v, Venkata Rayar 
Subramania Gbanapati v. Queen 
Subramanian Chetti v. Prince of Arcot 
Subramaniau Pattar v. Panjamma Kunjiamma 
Subramaniya Ayyar v. Ramachandra Rau . 
Subramaniyayyan v. Subramaniyayyan 
Subramanya v, Appasami 
■ V. Ponnusami 




Column 


Volume and Page. 

of 


Digest. 


3 Mad., 303 

3766 


4 Mad., 364 ... 

3366, 3367 


I. L. R., 1 Mad., 383 . 

4279 


I. L. R.. 2 Mad., 264 . 

2026, 5968 


2 Mad., 129 

2132 


3 Mad., 378 ... 

3201, 3300 


5 Mad., 298 ... 

6222 


3 Mad., 376 ... 

2830 


I. L. K., 6 .Mad., 162 , 

3773 


I. L. R., 7 Mad., 301 . 

1097 


I. L. R., 7 Mad., 680 . 

3695 


I. L. R., 4 Mad., 316 

6262 


I. L. R., 6 Mad., 169 . 

3028 


I. L. R., 6 Mad., 303 . ^ 

2853, 3041 
3059 


1 Mad., 286 

2806, 4253 


I. L. R., 8 Mad., 236 . 

2418 


1 Mad., 141 ... 

2062, 3579 


4 Mad., 267 ... 

8823 


I. L. U., 6 Mad., 380 . 

3664 


1 .Mad,, 255 ... 

41 


I. L. R., 9 Mad., 130 . 

69fi0 


I. L. R., 9 Mad., 477 . 

2346, 2534 


I. L. R., 6 Mad., 49 

4870 


I. L. R., 6 Mad., 165 . 

6389 


6 Mad., 444 

6176 


1 Mad., 212 ... 

5702 


7 Mad., 226 ... 

2429. 3372 


4 Mad., 251 . . [ 

214, 3697 
5117 


I. L. R., 2 Mad., 123 . 

6217 


5 Mad., 32H 

1967 


1. L. R.,&!A»d.,351 • 

4 

3585 


2435 


L. R. '2*3^ 1- 

4757 


fl.L. R..V-^ 

I. .T. 2 Bom.,^1.13 . 

4908 


3898 


Mad., 847 

3365 


I. L. R, 6 All., 463 

4542 


24 W. 227 .. . 

3526 


1 Bom.<^ 173 

1660,6091 


4 Mad.^ 81 . 

r 

6267 
802, 811 


3 B. L. R., A. C., 413:) 

836, 1363 

1 

12 W. R., 329. 1 

1386, 1931 

C 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 631 : ) 

6431 

5918 

( 


6 W. R., Mia., 77. ) 


2 W. R., 56 . . . 

3253 


I. L. R., 6 Mad., 264 . 

4140 


I. L. R., 3 Mad., 261 . 

6996 


I. L. R., 2 Mad., 146 . 

6676 


I.L. R., 4Mad., 324 . 

1869 


I. L. R., 1 Mad., 336 . 

3233 


I. L. R., 6 Mad., 126 . 

6387 


I. L. R., 6 Mad., 365 

218 


I. L. R., 8 Mad., 92 . 

2479 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Catse, 


Volume and Page. 


Subramanya v. GnanaRambantha 

- ‘ ■ V, Rajaram . 

V, Sadasiva • • 

■ V, Secretary of State for India 

Subramanya Ayyar v. Queen 

Subramanyan. Ex parte 

— ■ V, Mandayan 

Subraya ’Gounden v. Venkatagiri Aiyar 
Subraya Pillai v, Srinivasa Pillai 

• V, Subraya Mudali 

Subupalayi Ammal v, A ppakutti Aiyangar 


I. L. R., 7 Mad., 374 
I. L. U., 8 Mad., 673 
I. L. R., 8 Mad., 76 
1. L. R., 6 Mad., 361 

I. L. R., 6 Mad.^ 396 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 187 
I. L. R., 9 Mad., 453 
6 Mad., 22 . 

3 Mad., 71 . 

4 Mad., 14 . 

3 Mad.. 106 


Sudaburt Pershad Sahoo v, Lotf Ali Khan . • 14 W. R., 339 


Suda Nund v. Dwarka Singb . . . . 

Sudanund Mohapattur v. Bonomalee Doss . 

- v» Soorjoo Monee Dayee 

V. Soorjooraonee Debee 

Sudaram Majee v, Mirtunjoy Dey 

Sudder Golab Singh v. Ram Buddul Singh 

Suddurtonnessa v. Majada Khatoon • • . 

Sudduruddeen Sircar v, Ramjoy Mojoomdar • 

Suddye Purira v. Boistub Purira 

Suderooddeen v. Huronath Seiu 

Sudharam Patar v, Sudharam • • . . 

Sudindra v, Budan 

Sudisht Lai v, Sheobarat Koer 

Sudukhina Chowdhrain v, Raj Mohan Bose . • 

SuduTooddeen v. Bhetoo Pulee . . . . 

Sudurooddeen Mahomed. In the matter of 
Sufatoollah. In the matter of the petition of 

Sufdar Reza v, Amzad Ali • . . . 

Sufdur Ali v, Woolfut Ali . . . . 

Suldur All Khan v, Jeo Nar&in Singh 
Sufeehun v. Mahomed Hubeeboollah Khan • 
Sufeeoollah Sircar v. Begum Bibee • • . 

Suffer Ali t». Futteh Ah 

Suffer All Khan v. Golam Hyder Khan 
Sufferoonissa Beebee v, Gholam H ossein Chowdhry 
Sufferuddin v, Ibrahim . . . . . 

Suffuroouisa Bibee v, Noorul Hossein 
Sufi Sufilla V. OflScial Trustee of Bengal 
Sufroo Shaikh Durjee v. Futteh Shaikh Durjee 
Sufur Ali ». Moh^sh Chunder Kaug . 
Snfuroonissa v. Saree Dhoopee .... 
Snganchand Shivdas v, Mulchand Joharimal 


2 N. W., 194 

Marsh., 317 : 2 Hay, 205 

11 W. R., 436 

8 W. R., 455 

12 W. U., 509 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 1 : 

W. R., Act X, 28. 

I. L. R , 3 Calc., 694 : 2 C. L. ^ 
R., 308. ) 

14 W. R.. Cr., 61 . 

12 B. L, R., 84, note : 16 W. 

R., 261. j 

8 W. U., 87 . . . 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 91 : 11 W.l 

R., 467. i 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 80 
I. L. R., 7 Calc., 246 : L. R., 8 ^ 
I. A., 39. > 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 377 . 

5 W. R., Act X,70 

7 W. R.. 316 .. . 

22 W. R., Cr., 49 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 703 : 10 C. ^ 
L. R., 121. .> 

3 W. R., 232 • 

16 W. R., 161 • 

8 W. R., 379 
25 W. R., 219 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 2 

6 W. R., Cr., 60 . 

W. R., 1864, Mis., 2 . 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 764 . 

17 W. R., 419 . > . 

L. R., 8 I. A., 197 

15 W. R., 605 .. . 

4 W. R., Mis., 16 

8 W. R., 384 .. . 

2 bom., 270 ... 



«744 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Kame of Oase. 


Volumo and Page. 


Suganchand Shivdas v, Mulchand Joharimal 

Sugeeram Begum v. Juddobuns Sohaye 
Sngra Bibi v. Musuma Bibi .... 
Bubal V. Bishun Dyal ..... 
Suhodara Bibee v. Mobendro Natli Bose 
Suhoodera v. Ram Rutton Tewaree . . . 

Suhuj Narain Sahee v. Ram Peraliad Misser 

Sujan Singh v, Gungaram .... 

Sujawut Ali V, Busheerooddeen 
Sujeewun Singh v, Ruupal Singh • 

Sujiad V. Sahit Ali ..... 
Sujjad Ali v, Bholaram ..... 

, Sujuu Kooer v. Heitoo ..... 
Sujun Koonwer v, Pirbhoo Lall 
Sukee Monee Debia v, Huree Mohnn Mookerjee . 
Sukeenaah Banco v. Huro Churn Buruj . . 

Sukhai v. Darjai 

Sukhawat Ali v. Kesho Tewaree 

Sukhawatoollah v, Puthoo Goldar 

Sukhawut Hossein v, Dhajah Roy 

Sukhbasi Lai v. Quman Singh .... 

Sukhdaik Misr v. Karim Ohaudhri . 

Sukbdeo Rai v, Sheo Ghulam .... 
Sukhee Monee Debia v, Brojoraj Mookerjee 
Sukhimani Dasi w. Mahendia Nath Outfc 
Sukhi Mani Haidar v. Gunga Gobind Mundle 
Sukh Nandan v, Rennick ..... 
Sukhnandan Lai. In the matter of the petition of 
Sukho V, Durga Prasad ..... 
Sukho Bibi v. Ram Sukh Das .... 
Sukoomut Bibee v, Warris Ali .... 
Sukram v, Kala Kahar ..... 
Sukrit Naraiu Lai v. Rh ghunath Sahai 
Sukry Kurdeppa v. Goondakull Nagireddi . 

Sule V, Dhundiraj Venayak .... 

Suleman Kadr v» Dorab Ali Khan 

Suleman Vadu v, Trikamji Velji . . 

Sultan Ackeni Sahib v. Bava Maliiniyar 
Sultan Ahmad v, Mania Bakbsh 

Soltan Cband v. Smyth ..... 

Sultanji T. Patil Sirvale v, Raghunath R. Marathe 
Bultau Kuar a. Gulzari Lai .... 
Samar Ahmed v, Ismail Haji Habib . 

Sumarmal Joharimal v. Nahanubai . . . 

Snmat Das. In the matter of the petition of 
Sumbhonauth Ghose v. Jodoonauth Chatterjee 
Snmbhoo Chunder Chowdhry v, Naraini Debia . 
Suinbhoo Chunder Khan v, Ishan Chunder Banerjee 
Sumbhoo Chunder Shaba v, Baroda Soonduree Debea 

Snmbhoo Lall Girdhur Lall v. Collector of Surat • 


12 Bom., 113 

9 W. R., 284 

I. L. R., 2 All., 573 . 

1 Agra, 269 

2 W. K., 271 

Marsh., 3 : 1 liny, 24 . 

21 W. R.. 146 . 

I. L. R , 8 Calc., 337 : L. R., 
9 I. A., 58. 


1036, 2105 
2576, 2819 
3089 
22 (^ 
3649 
1093 
33‘)7 
1812 
3776 


10 W. R., 351 ! ! 


628 

3 Agra, 140 

, 

3278 

6 N. W., 24 

, 

6745 

1 N. W., 165 : Ed. 1873, 244 . 

1187, 1765 

2 Agra, Pt. II, 211 


1394 

6 W. R., Ci7. Ref., 6 . 


6656 

6 W. R., 34 


2235 

I. L. E., 1 All., 374 . 


6180 

6 N. W., 208 


3872 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 7 


5 

2 Hay, 597 


6268 

I. L. R., 2 All, 366 . 

I. L. R., 3 All., 521 


2148 

2863, 6085 

I. L. R., 4 All, 382 . 


5446 

17 W. R., 69 


1933 

4 B. L. R., P. C.,'16 . 


1697 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 126 


1611 

I. L. R., 4 All, 193 . 


6902 

I. L. li., 6 All, 163 . 


269 

I. L. R., 2 AIL, 448 . 


6148 

I. L. K., 5 All, 263 


.3339 

22 W. R.. 400 . 


3732 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 105 . 


1392, 4475 

I. L. R., 7 All, 445 . 


2650 

6 Mad., 71 . 


4772 

3 Bom., A. C., 55 


66 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 1 : L. R., 8 

1. A., 117. 

3679, 6218 

12 Pom., 10 . . 


6163 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 295 . 


164 

I. L. R., 4 All, 21 


6043 

12 B. L. R., 358 : 21 W. 
221. 

E.. 

5900 

2 Bom., 48 : 2nd Ed., 45 


2396 

I. L. R., 2 All, 290 


411 

1. L. E , 1 Bom., 168 . 


1474, 4522 

7 Bom., 0. C., 183 


424 

13 B. L. E., Ap., 27 . 


203, 1S83 

Cor., 88 . . . 


2111, 2574 

6 W. R., P. C., 100 . 


2139 

W. R., 1864, Mis., 24 


663 

6 W. R., 45 


632 

8 Moore’s I. A., 1 : 4 W. 
P. C., 66. 

> 

4634 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6745 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Sumboo Chunder Holder. In re . • 

Sumboonauth Ghose v. Juddoonauth Chatter jee . 
Sumeena Bebee v. Koylasli Chunder koy . 
Sumeera Khatoon Gopal Lull Tagore 
Sumeeroodeen Lushkur u. Huronath Koy 
Summun Jha v, Bhooput Jha • 

Sumrun Thakur v, Cbundermun Misser 

Sumundra Koouwar v. Kalee Churn Singh • • 

Sundar t;. Khuman Singh • . • • 

Suudara Subbanna ..... 

Sundaram v. Sankara . • . • . 

Sundaramurti Mudali v. Yallinayakki Ammal • 
Sundar Das v, Mansa Ram .... 
Sundardas Jagjivandas v. Mohandas Ticumdas 
Sundar das Mulji. Ex parte .... 
Sundar Jagjivan v. Gopal Eshvant 
Sundar Lai v. Yakub Ali .... 
Sunder Bahu v, Monohur Lall Upadhya 
Sunder Dass. In re . . . • • 

Sundhya Mala v, Dabi Churn Dutt . 
Sundhyamula v» Devi Churn Dutt . * 

Sundram Chetti v. Queen .... 

Sundraraja Ayyangar v. Jaganada Pillai . , 

Sundriah v. Queen ..... 
Sungara Narayana Pillay v, Sandira Pillay 
Sungram Singh v, Juggun Singh . , . 

Sungut Lai v, Baijnath Roy .... 

Sunj Baree v. Payag Patuk .... 

Sunker Lall v, Juddoobuns Suhaye 

Sunkur Bharti Swami v, Sidha Lingayah Chaianti 

Sunkur Dobey v. Obhoy Churn Mohaputtur 
Sunkur Dyal Singh v, Purmessur Dyal Singh 

Sunkur Lall Pattuck Gyawal v, Ramkalee Dhamiu 


Sunkur Pershad v, Goury Pershad 

Sunkur Sahoy v, Sheo Pershad Sookool 
Sunkur Singh v. Huree Mohun Thakoor 
Sunnooburnessa Kbanum v, Meher Chund 


Sunnud Ali t*. Kurimoonissa • 

Sunoo Khan v, Oodea 
Sunraj Kuari v. Ambika Prasad Singh 
Sunt Lall Misser v, Bhurosee Issur 
Suntokhee Thakoor e. Belassee Koonwur 
Suntokh Rai v. East Indian Railway Company 
Suntosh Ram Doss Geru Pattuck . 
Suppakon. Ex parte 
Suppanachari v, Chakkara Pattan 


Suput Singh n. Imrit Tewari 


Bourke, 0. C., 59 . 


430, 1860 
5897 

2 Hyde, 259 


1577,2672 

6 W. R., Act X, 79 


525 

1 W. R., 58 

, 

4147 

2 W. R., Act X, 93 

• • 

1617 

18 W. R., 498 


4311 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 17: 
R., 415. 

9C. L.\ 

3 

2471 

13 W. R., 199 . 

c 

2447 

I. L. R., 1 All., 614 

. , 

2870 

1. L. R., 9 Mad., 354 

, , 

1493 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 334 

• 1 

1160, 3289 
4716 

1 Mad., 465 


5591 

I. L. R., 7 All., 407 


1886, 6967 

1. L. R., 9 Bom., 454 


655 

10 Bom., 58 


2665 

4 Bom., A. C., 68 


4828, 6144 

I. L. R., 6 All., 362 


6387 

10 C. L. R., 79 . 


2464, 2471 

I. L. R., 11 Calc., 42 


6423 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 715 


5005 

9 C. L. R., 216 . 


5005 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 203 

( 

* 1 

4099, 5262 
6269 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., Ill 

2169 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 254 

. • 

1320 

6 Mad.. 13 . . 


810 

2 N. W.. 18 


6685 

I. L. II., 13 Calc., 164 , 

342, 2729 

1 N. W., Pt. II, p. 

5 : Ed. 1 

1678 

1873, 65. 

i 

9 W. E., 285 

. • 

1407, 1761 

C W. E., P. 0., 39 : 3 

Moore's 1 

6244 

I. A., 198. 

i 

12 W. E.. 385 . 


4852 

6 W. E., 41 


4991 

• 

6669, 6701 
6747 

2362, 2374 

18 W. E., 104 

1. 1. E., 5 Calc., 321 

• 

3292 

16 W. E., 270 . 

• 

4820 

22 W, E., 460 . 

. 

668 

W. E., 1864, 313 . 

a 

403 


3419, 4229 

9 W. E., 124 

• 

5215 

2 Agra, 140 

* ' 

‘ 647 

1. L. E., 6 All., 14 

• 

3499 

18 W. E., 67 

. 

50 

10 W. E., 276 , 

• 

3395 

2 Agra, 200 

• 

4707 

23 W. E., 22 

• 

6C96 

1 Mad., 450 

. 

1982 

1 Mad., 411 

• 

1145, 1146 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 720 : 6 C 

1147,3227 

L. R., 62. 




674ft 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Surahutoonissa Khatoon i>. Qyanee Buktoor 
Snraj Bans! Kunwar v, Mahipat SiDgh 

Suraj Bunsi Koer v, Sheo Persad Singh 

Suraj Pin v, Ch attar 

Snrsjpal Singh t). Jairamgir .... 

Suraneni Venkata Gopala Narasimha Roy v. Suraneni 
Lakshmi Venkama Roy. 

Suraneny Lakshrny Venkama Row v. Suraneny Venkata 
Gopala Narasimha Row. 

Surat Dhobni. In the matter of the petition of . 
Suraya v. Lakshminai-asamma .... 
Snrbaaund Pandey v. Ruchia Pandey 
Snrbeshur Mustofee v. Ram Lochun Chuokerbutty 
Surbessur Dey r. Mahomed Sircar 
Surbesaiir Methoor v. Gossain Doss Methoor 

Surbeswar Ghose v. Choto Arizollah Mandal * 

Snrbhai Dayalji v. Raghunathji Vasanji 
Surbo Ch under Doss v, Woomanund Roy 
Surbo Mohun Boy v, Surut Ch under Roy • 
Surbomong}da Dassiv. Shashibhooshun Biswas 
SurboraungolaDabeet^. Mohendronath Nath 
Surbomungula Dossee w. Suttish Chunder Roy 
Surdar Khan v. Chundoo ..... 
Surdharee Lall (lirindur Chunder Ghose . 

V. Laboo .Vloodee 

Surdharee Loll v, Mansoor Ally Khan 
Surender Nath Pal Chowdhry v. Broionath Pal Chow- 
dhry. 

Surendra Nath Banerjee v. Chief Justice and Judg k 
of the High Court, Calcutta. 

Surendranath Roy. In the matter of the petition of 
' V, Hiramani Barman! 

Snrfoji V. Kamakshiamba «... 
Surfraz Khan v, I'asawur All .... 
Surgee. In the matter of • . • . 

Sari Bhatta v, Sitarama Bhatta 

Suriutollah Chowdhry v, Madur Bux Chowdhry . 

Suriya Ran v. Raja of Pittapnr 

Snrjanarain Pass. In the matter of the petition of 

Suijan Chowdhry v. Imambandi Begum . * 

Surjan Singh v. Jagan Nath Singh . 

Surjokant Nundi v, Mohesh Chunder Putt . 

Surjo Narain Ghose v, Hurri Narain Mollo . 

Surjoo Pershad v. Kashee Rawut 
Sniju Prasad v. Bhawaui Sahai 

V. Mansur Ali Khan . 

Surju Prasad Singh v, Khwahish Ali . 




Column 


Volume and Page. 

of 


Digest. 


11 W. R., 142 . 

1646 

s 

7 B. L. R., 669: 16W. R..1 

18. i 

1415 


I. L. R.. 5 Calc., 148 : 4 C, L.V 

2160 

1 

K., 226 : L. R.. 6 I. A., 88. J 


I.L. R., 3A1I., 765 

4918 

c 

5 

I. L. R., 7 All. 865 . 

3 B.L. R.,P. C.,41: 12 W.-) 

5689 

R, P.C., 40: 13 Moore’s^ 
I. A., 113. ) 

2146, 2449 

( 

} 

3 Mad., 40 . 

2446, 2449 


1. L. R., 10 Calc., 302 . 

1832 


I. L. R., 6 Mad, 291 . 

2293, 2294 


4 W. R., Act X, 32 

3810 


2 Hay. 81 . 

2352 


7 W. R., 243 .. . 

545 


17 W. R., 210 . 

2358 


8 B. L. R., Ap., 78 : 17 W. I 
R.,213. 5 

6764 


10 Bom., 397 

3150 

1 

nw. R., 412 . 

630. 5687 

i 

16 W. R., 34 . . . 

5812 


I. L. R., lOCalc., 413 . 

4670 

i 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 508 . 

6201 

i 

2W. R..231 

1692 


1 Agra, 228 ... 

3281 


1 C. L. R., 475 . 

3517 


25W. R., 500 .. . 

3720,3722 


1. L. R., 3 Calc., 298 • 

2103 

i 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 352 . 

1737,4967 

(i 

> 

\ 

I I. L. R., 10 Calc., 109 . 

1043 

5 B. L.R.. 274: 13 W. R.,: 
Cr.. 27. ^ 

968,6182 


1 B. L. R., P. C., 26: low.*) 
R., 35 : 12 Moore 8 I. A., > 
81. J 

2230, 2284 
2286, 2537 


I. L. R.. 7 Mad., 452 

671 


2 Agra, 253 

1766 


3 C. L. R., 281 . 

3609 


I. L. R., 7 Mad.. 196 . 

13 


W. R., 1864, 363 

1380 


1. L. R., 9 Mad., 499 : L. R., 

13 I. A., 97. 

2118 


I. L. R., 6 Calc., 88 

2897 


6 B. L. R., 666, note : 12 W. ) 1 
R.,627. j| 

3978 


I. L. R.. 2 All., 313 

4001 


I. L. R., 9 Calc., 70 

2289 


1 C. L. R., 547 . 

1781 


21 W. R., 121 . 

635, 6102 


I. L. R., 2 All., 481 

4782 


I. L. R.. 6A1]., 463 

3903 


1. L. R., 4 AIL, 612 

3164 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6747 


Name of Case. 


Surjya Narain Singh Sirdhary Lall 
Sarm Bae v, Ubhman Bae 
Snmast Khan v, Eadir Dad Khan 

Snrno Moyee v. Adoito Churn Boy 

V, Blumhardt 

— 17. By hunt Chunder Mustofee 

17. Collector of Bungpore 


17, Dinonath Gir Sunnyasee 

17 . Doorga Monee Dossee 
17 . Jardine, Skinner, &Co. 
17 . Luchmeeput Doogur . 


17 . Poolin Behary Mundul • 
17 . Bamchurn Singh 

17 . Shoshee Mokbee Burmoni a . 

17 . Shoshi Mookhi Burmonia • 
17. Singhroop Bebee . • 

17 . Suttees Chunder Roy . 


Volume and Page. 


1 


■5 


17. Watson & Co. . . • 

Surnomoyee Dabee 17. Purresh Narain Boy • 

Surnomoyee Dassya 17. Land Mortgage Bank of India 

Surnomoyee Debia v. Gunga Gobind Roy . 
Surnomoyee Dossee v. Khan Mundul . • 

— 17. Kishen Kooraaree 

Surnomoyi 17. Johur Mahomed Nashyo 
Saroop Chunder Chowdhry v. Nimchand Chuckerbutty . 
Suroop Chunder Hazra v Troyluckonath Roy 
Suroop Chunder Mitter v. Dhonaye Biswas . 

Suroop Chunder Mozoomdar v, Jardine, Skinner, & Co. . 
Suroop Chunder Nag v. Bonomalee Pundit . 

Suroop Chunder Patre v, Jadoo Moytee 
Suroop Chunder Roy 17. Goluck Chunder Dhur 

17. Mohender Chunder Roy 

Suroop Manna v. Bonomalee Churn My tee . 

Suroop Ram Deb t7. Gobind Ram Deb 
Suroop Sirdar v. Beer Chunder Manikhya . 

Surossutty Dossee v. Umbika Nund Bi.swas 
Surot Soondry Dabee v. Onwar Persad Narain Dey 
Surratoolla i7. Dasee Beebee 
Surreshoollah 17 . Bam Coomar Goopta . 

Surroop Chunder Sircar Chowdry v, Ramrufton’) 
Mullick. ) 

Snrrut Soondery Dabea 17. Watson .... 

Surta 17. Ganga 


Surubjeet Narain Singh 17. Gouree Pershad Narain") 
Singh. ) 


I. L. R., 9 Calc., 826 : 12 C. ) 
L. R., 400. i 

2N. W., 209 

1 Agra, P.B.,39: Ed. 1874,) 
29. ] 

Marsh., 605 . • 

9W. R., 652 
25 W. R., 17 

W. R.,F. B..4: Marsh., 13; 

1 Hay, 37. 

I. L. K., 9 Calc., 908 : 13 C. ^ 
L. R., 69. 

10 W. R., 335 . 

20 W. R., 276 

9 W. R., 338 
B. L. R., Snp.Vol., 694: 7) 

W. R., 52, 512. 

3 C. L. R., 16 . 

3 Agra, 251 

12 Moore’s I. A., 244 : 11 W. 
R., P. C.. 5. 

I. L. R., ]2Calc.. 268 . 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 134 
3 W. R., P.C.,14: 8 Moore’s 
I. A., 164, 165, 166. 

10 Moore’s I. A., 123 . 

20 W. R., 276 . 

1. L. R., 4 Calc., 576 
I. L. R., 7 Calc., 173 : 

L. K., 341. 

2 W. R., 264 

9 W. R., 270 

14 W. R., 324 . 

10 C. L. R., 646 . 

13 W. R., 284 . 

9 W. R., 230 

23 W. R., 103 
Marsh., 334: 2 Hay, 468 
9 W. R., 116 

6 W. R.. S. C. C. Ref., 7 

14 W. R., 477 . 

22 W. R., 639 . 

15 W. R., 240 

7 W. R., 13 

26 W. R., 370 . 

24 W. R., 192 . 

12 B. L. R., 207, note . 

1 W. R.. 66 

25 W. K., 666 . 

1 Moore’s I. A., 358 

11 W. R., 25 

I. L. R., 7 All, 411 ' . 

I. L. R., 7 All., 875 
7 W. R., 269 


8 C, 


'■} 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


2499 

1030, 6785 
1149 

1583, 1669 
1586, 1593 
4290,6275 

3404,6111 

2997 

4424 

42 

476, 6754 
3091 

4408 

4301 

660, 4667 
6044 
553 

2989, 3129 
4638* 

5356 

42 

5293 

5322 

1701 

1614 

2708 

1639, 1746 
2762 
1144 
3010 
1992 
4002 
6708 
3480 
3821 
1646 
353 
6066 
6761 
811 
*1499 
2989 

4644 

1180 

233, 1494 
5950 

1494, 5950 
354, 360 
876, 384 



6748 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Surub Narain Chowdhry v. Shew Gobind Pandey . 
Surubsookh v, Usgur Ally Khan .... 
Suruj Mookhi Konwar v, Bhagwati Konwar 
Surut Chunder Chatterjee v, Ashootosh Chatterjce 
Surutrara Bhaya o. G. I. P. Kail way Conjpaiiy 
Surut Soondari Debya Prangobind Moozoomdar 
Surut Soonduree Debia v. Kajendur Kishore Roy ^ 
Chowdhry. ^ j 

Surut Soonduree Debia v. Sumeeroodeen Talookdar , 
Surwan Hossein Khan v. Giiolam Mahomed 

Surwar Hossein Khan v. — . 

Surwun Singh, In re . • 

Suryaji v, Tukaram . . . • • 

Snryanna v. Durgi . . . . 

Suryaprasaka Rau v. Vaisya Sannyaai Razu 
Sushee Mohun Shaba Chowdhry v. Tara Purshad Mo- ) 
joomdar. ^ j 

Sushteebur Mooketjee t?. Mackenzie . 

Suaman Gossain v. Ram Churn Bhukut 
Snstee Churn Dey v, Ishan Chunder . • 

Sutees Chunder Roy v, Gunea Chunder 
Sutherland. In the matter of . . 


' In the matter of the petition of 

V. Crowdy 
V. Shaw 

V. Singhee Churn Dutt 


Sutrooghun Dutt v. Brojogopal Ghose 
Sutroogun Sutputty v. Sabitra Dye . 

Sutteeschunder Roy v. Modhooao^un Paul Chowdhry 
Sutti Chum Ghosal v. Mudden Kishore Indoo 
Sutto Bhama Dossea v, Jameeruddy Khan . 

Sutto Churn Ghosal v. Bhyrub Chunder Brohmo 

- - V. Gouree Pershad Roy 

V, Mohesh Chunder Milter 


V. Obhoy Nund Doss . 

V. Suroop Chunder Doss 
V. Tarinee Churn Ghose 


Sutto Sum Ghosal v. Dhone Kristno Sircar . 
Sutto Surrun Ghosal v. Mohesh Chunder Mitter 

— V. Tarinee Chunder Ghose 

V. Tarinee Churn Ghose 

Suttya Ghosal v. Suttyanund Ghosal . 

Suttya Krishna Ghosal. In the goods of • 
Suttyanund Ghosaul v. Huro Kishore Dutt . 
Suttya Nundo Ghosaul v. Suroop Chunder Doss 

Sutyabhama Dassee v, Krishna Chunder Chatter j 

Suyeedun v. Zuhoor Hossein 
Svami Nayndu v, Subramania Mudali 
Svamiyar Pillai v, Chokkalingam Pillai 
Swarnamayi v. Gauri Prasad Das 


V, Pratap Chandra Burua 


\\ 


Volume and Page. 


11 B. L. B., Ap., 28 
2 Agr», Pt. II, 180 
10 C. L. B., 377 . 

24 W. E., 46 

I. L. R., 3 Botti., 96 
5 C. L. R., 262 . 

9 W. E., 125 

22W. R,530 . 

9 W. R., 170 
B. L. E., Sup. Vol., 879 
2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 149 
I. Ij. R., 4 Botu., 358 
I. L. R., 7 Mad., 258 
I. L. R., 1 Mad., 401 

25 W. R., 478 . 

2 W. R., Act X, 76 
5 W. R., Mix., 48 
22 W, B., 383 

3 W. R., P. C., 14 : 8 Moore’s 
I. A., 164, 165, 166. 

9 W. R., 478 

9 B. L. R., 229 . 

18 W. R., Cr., 11 . 

Bonrke, A. 0. C., 92 
I. L. R., 10 Calc., 808 

3 W. R., 143 
5 W. R., P. C., 109 
W. B., 1864, Act X, 91 
5 Moore’s 1. A., 107 

4 W. R., S. C. C. Ref., 12 
9 W. E., 665 

13 W. R., 117 . 

3 W. B., 178 

2 W. R., Act X, 31 

12 W. R., 466 . 

3 W. R., 178 

1 W. R., 88 
12 Moore’s I. A., 263: 11 W. 

R., P. C., 10. 

12 W. E., 154 . 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 388 
I. L. R., 10 Calc., 666 
15 W. E., 474 . 

14 W. R., 76 
I. L. R., 6 Calc., 55 : 6 C. L, 1 

R., 375. j 

W.R., 1864,44 . 

2 Mad., 158 . 

1 Mad., 106 . 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 270 

4 B. L. E., P. B.. 113 : 13 
W. R., P. B., 15. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


2190 

626 

143 
2077 
4709 
1603 

1736, 1810 
6122 
6305 
3378 
3378 
2033 
1618 
3261 

6733, 6956 
1055 

2794 

685 

1697 

4638 

4743 

4488, 4489 
4494, 4497 
4488, 4489 
4494, 4497 
3789 
2679 

144 

2109, 2147 
627, 5304 
4641 
6082 
3507 
625 

4151, 5357 
2752, 3011 
4866, 4893 
4409, 4433 
4151, 5357 
1667, 1736 
1581, 3067 
6357 
5135 
3746 
3086 
1693 
3818 

1679, 3032 
4019 

3769, 4069 
6268 

1641,2934 

3825 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6749 


Name of Case. 


Swarnamayi v, Shashi Mukhi Barmani 

Swarnamayi Raur v, Srinibash Koyal • 

Swayne v. Brojo Mohun Roy 
Syain Singh v. Baidyanath Rai . 

Syedun v, Allah Ahmed .... 

V. Velayet Ali Khan 

Syfoollah v. Bhutton alias Buttessur . 
Syefoollah Khan v, Forbes . . 

Syefoolla Khan v. Kalee Pershad Sahoo • 
Syefun v. Rudder Sohay .... 
Sylhet and Cachar Tea Co. In the matter of 


Syud Khan v. Jumal Bibee 
Syudoonissa v. Feda Hossein • 


Volume and Page. 


( 2B. L. R.,P. C., 10; 11 W. 
I R., P. C., 5 : 12 Moore’s 
( I. A., 244. 

. 6B.L. R., 144 . 

. 1 Hay, 297 

. 1.3 C. L. R., 176 . 

. W.R., 1864, 327 . 

. 17 W. R., 239 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


650, 4667 
6044 

2737, 4136 
6002 
3792 

1107, 1941 
3669, 6083 
3689 


10 W. R., 68 


34 


25 W. R., 65 
20 W. R., 256 
I. L. R., 7 Calc., 682 
2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 94 
2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 123 
6 W. R., Mis., 19 
12 W. R., 182 . 


672 

1626 

4170 

943 

945 

3609 

6011 


T 

Tahbur Singh v. Motee Singh 


Tabira v. Government .... 

Tadiya v, Hasanebiyari .... 

Tafuzzal Hossein Khan v. Bahadur Singh . 

Tahal v, Bisheshar ..... 

Taig Ali v. Golab Chowdhree 
Taija Mull v. Oomrao .... 

Taij Singh v. Kousilla .... 

Taj V. Gungapershad .... 

Tajaramul Husain v. Uda. 

Tajeh Mahomed Purdhan v, Jogendro Deh Roykut 
Tajim v, Wahed Ali ..... 

Tajoo Beebee v, Noorun Beebce . . . 

Tajubai v, Sub-Colleotor of Kolaba 
Tajuddin Khan v. Ram Farshad Bhagat 
Taj Uldeen Khan v. Ghafoorul-nissa . 

Takes Ali Khan v. Gool Mabamed Khan 
Takhuroodeen Mahomed Eshan Chowdhry v, Kurimbux"^ 
Chowdhry. 3 

Taki Mahomed Mandal v. Krishna Nath Rai 

Talan Bibi v. Tenu Bibi [ 

Taleb Hossein v. Ameer Baksh . 

Taleb Hossein Khan v. Gooroo Pershad Roy 
Talemand Singh v. Rukmina • . • 

Talim Mundal v. Watson & Co. • • 

Talluri Venkayya v. Queen 
Talub Hossein v. Walker .... 
Tamaoortnissa v, Woojjulmonee Dosaee 
Tamarasherri Siyithri Andarjanom v, Maranat VasudeO 
van Nambudripad. 3 

Tamaya v. Timapa 


8 W. R., 306 

9 W. R., 443 

6 W. R.. 123 

6 Mad., 9 . 

7 B. L. R., 706, note : 11 W 
R., 206. 

I. L. R., 8 All., 67 
3 Agra, 314 
1 Agra, Rev., 64 • 

1 Agra, 90 . 

2 Agra. 45 . 

I. L. R., 3 All., 668 

8 W. R., 368 

22 W. R., 118 . 

1 W. R., 31 . 

3 Bom., A. C., 132 
I. L. R., 1 AIL, 217 
3 N. W., 341 
J N. W., 69 : Ed. 1873, 123 

3W. R., 20. 

7 B. L. R., 7 : 15 W. R., \ 
Cr., 63. j 

6B. L. R., Ap., 82: 16 W. \ 
R., 65. i 

22 W. R., 629 . 

20 W. R., 57 
I. L. R., 3 All., 363 
17 W. R., 94 
I. L. R., 4 Mad., 130 
7 W. R., 470 
20 W. R., 72 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 216 
I. L. R., 7 Bom., 262 


3495, 3526 
3496, 3497 
3526 
40 
3660 

3542 

6814 

4015 

1643 

2340 

819 

4554 

634 

3656 

3648 

2936 

2917 

3141 

4440 

3141, 5248 
975 

6742 

1063 

4951 

2259 

1376,4747 

6270 

6623 

4247 

1101,4234 

3079 



6760 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

I>ige8t. 


Tameez Begum v. Furhut HosBein 
Tamiz Mandal v. Umid Karigar 
Tamizuddiu Mirdha v, GaSur Khan . 

Tamizuddin Mulla v. Nyanutulla Sirkar 

Tamizuddin Munshi v. Haro Nath Pal 
Tammirazu Hamzogi v, Pantina Narsiah 
Tamor Sing v. Kalidas Koj 
Tamvaco v» Skinner • 


Tandavarya Mndali v, Valli Ammal 
Tanji v, Nagamma . • 

Tanoo. In the matter of . 

Tanuviyan e. Valaganada . . 

Tapidas Gobindbhai v. B. B. and C. I. Bailway Company 
Taponidi Hordannnd Bharatt v, jBdathura Lall Bbagat . 
Tara Banu v* Abdul GufEer Chowdhry • 

Tara Bebee v. Ghasiram . • . • 

Taracbaud v. Beeb Bam • • • • 

«. Beebram .... 

Tara Chand Banerjee v. Boistub Chum Bhudro 
Tara Chand Biswas v» Nafar Ali Biswas 
■ ' V. Kadha Jeebun Mustofee 

V, Bam Gobind Chowdhry 

V, Bam Jeebun Moostafee 

Tarachand Bose v, Nobeen Chunder Mitter . 

Tara Chand Chucker butty v. Deb Nath Hoy 

Tarachand Coondoo Chowdhry. In the goods of < 
Tarachand Dutt V. WakenoonUsa Bibee 
Tarachand Ghose v. Abdul All • • . . 

V. Anand Chandra Chowdhry 

V. Pudum Lochun Ghose 

■ . — v» Radbamoiiee Dossee • 

Tara Chand Hajrah v. Doorga Churn Hajrah 
Tarachand Megraj v. Kashiuath Trimbak . 

Tarachand Mookerjee v. Jadoonath Mookeijee 
Tarachand Mytee v. Nilambur Mundul . 

Tarachand Pircband v, Lakshman Bbabani • 

Tarachand Hoy v. Keenaram Kurmokur 

V. Nobin Chunder Roy 

Taracharlu v, Konadala Ramachandra Reddi 
Tarachunder Banerjee v. Ameer Mundul 
Tarachand Mundul v. Bbyrub Chunder Obuckerbutty 
Tarachum Mookerjee v, Joynarain Mookeijee 
Tarada Baladu v. Queen . • . • 

Taradoss Bhuttacharjee v. Bhaloo Sheikh • 

Tarafdi Mundul v. Chunder Bhoosun Baneijee 

Tarakant Bannerjee v, Puddmoney Dossee . 

Tarakant Bhuttacharjee v, Luckhee Dabea • 

V. Wise 


2 N. W., 65 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 215 . 

7 B. L. B.. Ap., 40 
6 B. L. B., Ap., 73, note : 11 
W. B., 628. 

9 C. L. B., 263 . 

6 Mad., 301 

4B. L. B.,O.C.,61 . 

1 B. L. B., 0. C., 39 . 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 221 . 

1 Mad., 398 

3 Mad., 137 

15 W. K., Cr., 11 . 

I Mad., 3 . • • 

6 Bom., A. C., 116 • 

1. L. B., 12 Calc., 499 . 

12 C. L. R., 486 . 

3 C. L. B., 247 . 

3 Mad., 60 . 

3 Mad., 177 

16 W. B., i96 . 

1 C. L. B., 236 . 

24 W. B., 148 . 

I. L. B., 4 Calc., 778 : 4 C. L. 
R., 20. 

22W.R.,202 . 

3 W. B., 138 

10 C. L. R., 650 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N, S., 10:^ 

Bourke, Test., 3. ) 

7 W R 01 

SB.L.'k, 84: 16 W. K., 0. 1 
C , 1. 3 

2B.L.’b.. A.C.. 110: 10 W.-) 

R. , 460. j 

6 W. R., 249 : 1 Ind. Jur., N. 1 

S. , 207. i 

7 W. U., 469 

10 W. B., 206 . 

I. L. B., 10 Bom., 62 . 
Marsh., 79: 1 Hay. 141 
3W. B.,227 . . 

I. L. B., 1 Bom., 91 . 

W. B., 1864, Act X, 118 

21 W. B., 132 . 

1. L. R., 7 Mad., 162 . 

22 W. B., 394 . 

16 W. R., 661 . 

8 W. B., 226 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 112 . 

8 W. B., Cr., 69 . 

Id W. B., Cr., 74 
6 W. B., P. C., 63: 10 1 
Moore’s I. A., 476. J 

2 Hay, 8 . . . . 


8733 

6641 

6672 

6432 

643 

3362 

761 

276 

1064 

2374 

3441 

1794 

2984 

1380 

3251, 6128 
3403 
2262 

2216, 2340 
1469 
781 

2697, 6340 
3094 

2970, 6340 

2777,6331 

2635 

4666 

4662 

2981, 6313 
3147, 3174 
3290, 3306 

6622, 6727 

2298 

6074 

825 

3494, 6229 
1210 
6073 
4864 
1624 
6094 
8629 

2992,4280 

6919 

2345 

2763, 5600 
100 

4488,4490 
2749, 4661 
5404 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6751 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Tarak Chandra Bhuttacharjee v, Baikantnath Sannial 

Taraknath Mookhopadhva v. Collector of Hoogbly 
Tara Kunwar v, Mangii Meeah • . • 

Taramani Dasi t;. Badha Jiban Mnstafi 

Tara Mohun Bhuttacharjee v. Kripa Mo 3 ^ee Dehia 
Taramonee Chowdhrain v. Bajlukhee Chowdhrani 

Taramonee Dassee v, Birressu^Mozoomdar 

Taramonee DaBsia v. Mackintosh 

Tara Monee Debia v, Shibnath Tulapattur • 

Taramonee Dossee r. Kally Ob urn Surmah 
■ V. Punchanun Bose • • 

Taramonee Gooptea v. Lukheemonee Dassee 

Taramonee Koonwaree v. Jeebun Muniar . . . 

Taramoney Dabee v. Hurro Mohun Chatterjee 
Taranath Chuckerbutty w. Joy Soonduree Dabee . 

Taranath Dutt v. Collector of Sylhet . 

Taranath Boy v. Bajbullub Bhunje . . • 

Tarapersad Boy Chowdhry v. Gopal Dass Dutt • 

Tara Pershad Tangee v, Lukhee Narain Paurai 
Taraprasad Mittra v. Bam Nrising Mittra . 

Taraprasad Mytee v, Nund Kishore Giri • • 

Taraprasad Boy v, Surjokanto Acharjee Chowdhry 
Taraproshad Sahoo. In the matter of • . . 

Taraprosunno Mojoomdar v. Bisbonath Sircar 

Tara Prosunno Sircar v, Koomaree Bebee . 

Tarasingh v. Chaida Mull 

Tara Soondaree Chowdhrain t;. Collector of Myroeniingh | 

Tara Soondery Debya v. Shama Soondery Debya • 
Tarasoonduree v. Rash Munjuree .... 
Tara Soonduree Burmonya v. Shibeshur Chatteijee • 
Tara Soonduree Dabee v, Oojul Monee Dossee 
Tara Soonduree Dabia v, Badha Soondur Roy . • 

Tarasoonduree Kuloonee v. Bhoobun Chunder Ghose . 
Tara Sundari Burmoni v, Bebari Lai Roy . 

Taree Mahtoon v. Ram Sahoy Singh .... 
Tareeneepersad Ghose v. Bailee Chum Ghose . • 

Tareeny c'hurn Bonner jee i;. Maitland . • • 

Tareeny Persaud Ghose v, Bengal Indigo Company • 
Tareknarain Singh v, Puncha Singb . • . • 

Tarif Biswas v. Kalidas Banerjee . . - ^ 

Tarinee v, Bamundoss Moakhef . • • • 

Tarinee alias Sawah Monee Debia v. Sreenath Mookerjee 


I. L. B., 7 Calc., 107 : 10 C.*) 
L. B., 281 : L. R., 8 I. A., f 
66. ‘ J 

4 B. L. B., A. C., 37 : 13 \ 

B., 13. 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 114 
6B.L. R., Ap.,142: 14 W.) 

R., 486. ) 

9W.R,423 
2 Hay, 676 

1 W. R., 86 

9 W. R., 272 
6 W*. R.. 191 
W. B., 1864, Act X, 14 
18 W. B.. 608 . 

Marsh., 29 : 1 Hay, 67, 1 Ind. 

Jur., 0. S., 22. 

6W R., ActX, 98 
11 B. L. R., Ap.. 23 . 

21 W. R., 93 

6 W. R., Waste Land Court ^ 

Bef., 1. j 

7 W. R., 464 .. . 

Marsh., 72 ; W. R., P. B., 'v 

24 : 1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 79 : C 
1 Hay. 235. ) 

21W. R.,6 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 6 : 14 W. R., 
283. ) 

I.L. R.,9 Calc., 842; 12 C.^ 
L. B., 448. ) 

13 B. L. R., 281, note : 15 ^ 
W. R., 162. ( 

15 W. R., Cr., 88 

23W. K.,144 . . [ 

23 W. R., 389 . 

2 Agra, 177 

13B. L. R., 495 : 20 W. E.,1 
446. ) 

4 "W . B.» 68 • • • • 

12 W. R., 78 . . . 

6 W. R., Act X, 61 
14W. R., Ill . 

24 W. R., 63 . . • 

23 W. R., 462 . 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 28 . • 

26W.E., 110 . 

Mareh., 216 ; 2 Hay, 90 
11 Moore’s I. A., 317 • 

2 W. R., Act X. 9 

W. R., 1864, 376 . • . 

3B. L.R.,A.C.,223: 11 W.l 
R., 86. J 

1 W. R., 331 
26 W. R., 386 . 


444, 6378 


817,3830 

2139, 2288 
79 

632, 6198 
6193 
2702 
1813 
342 
3007 


1048 

6761, 6766 
6762 
2762 
4179 

701.6031 

5268 

1899, 2308 
1617 
486 
6336 
3204 
‘1929 
325 
4209 

1398, 4649 
4927 
6239 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volume aud Pago. 


Tarinee Churn Banerjee v, Nund Coomar Banerjee 
Tarinee Churn Bose v, Kashinahh Singh 

— - ' V, Ramjee Pal .... 

V, Shumbhoo Nath Panday . 

Tarinee Churn Brohmo v. Roma Soonduree Dossee 
Tarineechurn Chuck erbutty v, Tarineechurn Cliuckerbutty 
Tarinee Churn Ghose v, Hunsman Jha 

Tarinee Chum Mozoomdar. In the matter of thel 
petition of. J 

Tarinee Churn Nyaba Chuspiitty v. Taranath Gooho . 
Tarinee Churn Roy v, Gopal Kisto Roy 
Tarinee Churn Sannyal v. Mohima Ch under Shaha 
Tarinee Churn Shah v, Bonoraali Nag . . 

Tarinee Kant Bhuttachaijee ??. Ganoda Soonduree Debee 
Tarinee Kant Labiree Chowdhry v. Rajkishore Tontry . 
Tarinee Kant Lahooree v. Koonj Ueharee Awastee 
Tarinee Kant Lahoory v. Hanee Mundul 
Tarineekant Lahoory Chowdhry. In the matter of the ) 
petition of. ) 

Tarineepersad Ghose v. Sreegopal Paul Chowdhry 
Tarinee Pershad Sein v. Dwarkanath Rukheet 
Tarinee Prosaud Banerjee. In the matter of the peti- 
tion of. 

Tariney Chum Bose v. Municipal Commissioners of ^ 
Serampore. 3 

Tariney Churn Goho. In the matter of . . . 

Tariney Churn Nuudy v. Abdur Rohoman . . . 

Tarini Charan Bose v, Debnarayan Mistri • . 

Tarini Charan Chowdhry v. Saroda Suodari Dasi . 

Tarini Charan Ganguli v. Watson 

Tarini Charan Mookerjee v. Puma Chandra Roy 

Tarinidas Bandyophadya v. Bishtoo Lai Mukhopada 3 ^a , 
Tarini Kant Lahiri v, Krishna Moni Chowdraini 

— t;. Nundkiahore Patronovis 

Tarini Pershad Misra v, Mahamud Chowdhry 

Tarini Prasad Ghose v. Khudumani Debi . ^ 

V. Raghab Chandra Bandopadhaya J 

• V, Ramkrishna Banerjee 

Tarini Prosad Misser v, Hurrish Chunder Chowdhry 

— V, Mahammad Chowdhry . 

Tariny Debi v. Sham a Churn Mitter • . 

Tarokessur Roy v, Soshi Shikuressur Roy . 

Tarruck Chunder Bhuttacharjee v, Divendro Nath( 
Sanyal. 1 

Tarrucknath Paulit v. Gladstone . • 

Tarruck Nauth Ghose v. Kaleepershad Khettry 
Tarruck Nauth Paulit v. Sherbourne • 

Tarsanah v. Kadharey Lall . 

Tarsi Ram v, Man Singh .... 


1 W. R., 47 


2192 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 37 . 


2930 

23 W. R., 298 


30t)l 

3 W. R., Act X, 139 . 


677 

20W. R , 312 . 


182 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 6 . 


5283 

20 W. R., 240 . 


333 

19 W. R., Cr., 29 


5542 

12 W. R., 449 


1224.6829 

2 W. R., S. a C. Ref., 5 


5696 

22 W. R., 426 . 


4404 

19 W. R., Cr., 33 . 


4105 

24 W. B., 460 . 


4024 

24 W. R., 334 . 


6279 

12 W. B., 112 . 


1596,4910 

7 W. B., 203 


5985 

8 W • R,, Cr., 79 . • 


4725 

Marsh., 476 ; 2 Hay, 593 


1692, 2976 

15 W. R., 451 


137, 3746 

18 W. R., Cr., 8 . 

{ 

19, 5162 
5163 

24 W. B., Cr., 25 

. 

4048 

IIB. L. B.,Ap., 26 . 


2656 

2 C. L. B., 346 . 

{ 

3219, 3300 
5840 

8 B. L. R., Ap., 69 

• 

4167 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 145 : 11 W. 1 

2109,2348 

R., 468. 

1 

4163, 6243 

3 B. L. R., A. C., 437 : 

12^ 

2607. 3397 

W. R., 413. 

3 

4335 

6 B. L. R., 717 : 15 W. 
397. 

R.. j 

5931 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 608 . 


8524 

5C. L. R., 179 . 

, 

4269 

12 C. L. R., 688 . 

, 

1186 

I. L. R., 7 Calc , 376 . 

, 

6724 

5B. L. R., 184; 13 W.B.,-) 

261. j 

4872 

5 B. L. B., 187, note : 13 W. 1 
B., 205. i 

4872 

6B. L.R., 160:14W.R. 

,224 

3290, 3291 

8 C. L. R., 648 . 


5724 

6 C L. R., 666 . 

• 

219, 6637 

I. L, R., 8 Calc., 964 

• 

6327 

I. L. B., 9 Calc., 952: ISC.") 


L. R., 62:L. B., 10 I. A., J 

2568 

61. 

j 


I. L. R., 9 Calc., 831 : 12 C. 

L. R., 666. 

838, 1931 

1 Hyde, 178 


1395 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 210 . 


1060 

Cor., 62 , , . 


1051 

6N. W.,1 . 


529, 3874 

1. L. R., 8 All., 492 . 


1493, 3489 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


STSS 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Taruck Chunder Bhuttacbarjee v. Huro Sunkur Sandyal 
iaruck Chunder Chuckerbutty v. HuroObunder Chuck- ") 
erbutty, j 

Taruck Chunder Mookerjee v, Pancbu Mobini Debya ^ 
Taruck Chunder Nundee v. Modhoosoodun Nundee 
Taruck Chunder Poddarv. Jodeshur Chunder Koondoo ^ 
Taruck Chunder Sen v» Doorga Churn Sen . , , 

Taruoknath Mookerjee v. Goureechurn Mookerjee . 

^ V. Meydee Bihwaa . . , 

•— — — V. Mohendro Nath Ghose 

V. Poorno Chunder Chatterjee . 

Iaruck Nath Mullick v, Jeamat Nosya 
Tarucknath Poramanick v. McAllister . . [ 

Tarucknath Roy v, Taboorunissa Chowdhrain 
larucknath Sirkar v, Prosunno Coomar Ghose , . 

Tarukpodo Ghosal v. Shyama Churn Napit 
Tarunjjinee Dassee v, Chowdry Dwarkanath Mussant . 
Taru Patur v. Abinash Chunder Dutt .... 
Tasaduk Hossain v. Beni Singh 

Tasouwar Ali v, Koonj Beharee Lai .*!.*! 

Tasudiik Ali V. Muksud Ali . . . . ! 

Tata Chariar v, Singara Cliariar .... 

Tata Charlu v. Konadula Ramachandra Reddi 
Tatia V. Sadashiv ...... 

Tatur Khawas t’. Jagannath Prasad . . . f 

Tatya Vithoji v. Bapu Balaji ..... 
Taufik-un-nissa v. Ghulam Kambar . ! ! ! 

Tavasi Telavar Palaniandi Telavar. 

Tawakkul Rai v, Lachman Rai «... 

— — — V, Sheo Ghulam Rai .... 

Tawangar Ali v, Kura Mai .... 
Tayammaul v. Sashachalla Naiker ! ! ! ! 

Tayheb Ally. In the matter of . . . . ] 

Tayler v, Asmedh Koonwar . . . . ! 

Taylor. In re •...*!!] 

■ V, Brooke • . . , ! 1 

' - V, Nundee Jan • . . . . 

' V. Phillott 
V, Virasami 

Tayubunissa Bibi v. Sham Kishore Boy . . f 

Taynmana Reddi v. Perumal Reddi .... 
Tazoonnissa v, Waasil ... . ‘ 

Taznn Bibi ». Shib Chunder Dliur ! ! ! ! i 

Teacotta Shekdar. In the matter of the petition of f 1 
- Ameer Majee ... 1 

leagaraya Mndah v. Mariyappa Pillw . . . 1 

Teekadharee Singh v. Mohur Singh 
Teekaram Kybutt v. Rajkiahen Roy . . . . i 

Teeknoo v. Mooniah ... . 1 

Teekram v. Doorga Pershad ••••■! 


22W. R..267 . 

16 W., 473 . 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 791 : 8 C. L. > 
R., 297. i 

5 W. K., Act X, 80 . 

11 B. L. R., 193: 19W. R.,^ 
178. ) 

20 W. R., 2 

3W. R., 147 . . I 

6 W. R., Act X, 17 

13 W. R., 56 . . . 

8 W. R., 137 .. . 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 353 . . 

6 W. R., Act X, 34 

7 W. R., 39 . . . 

19W. R., 48 

8C. L. R., 60 
20W. R., 196 . 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 76 . 

13 C. L. B., 128 . 

3 N. W., 8, note . . 

6 N. W., 272 .. . 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 219 . 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 152 . 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 40 

7 B. L. R., Ap., 14: 15 W.) 

R., 131. ] 

I. L, R., 7 Bom., 330 . 

I. L. R., 1 All., 606 . 

3 Mad., 187 

I. L. R., 6 AIL, 344 . j 


50, 2942 
753, 3496 


3160 

910, 2699 
6018 

216, 3809 
1769 
3169 

764, 1852 
1689 
247 
2633 
3046 
2428 
1843 

610, 4017 
4155 
4640 
1900 
1496 

2991, 3421 


I. L. R, 6 AIL, 344 . | 

I. L R., 3 AIL, 394 
10 Moore’s I. A., 429 . 

*2 Hyde, 63 
4 W. R., 86 

2 Ind. Jur., N. S., 101 . 

1 Bom., Ap., 48 . • 

W. R., 1864, Mis., 26 . 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 375 . 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 108 . 

I 7 B. L. Re, 621 ; 16 W. R,*) 
228. ) 

1 Mad., 61 . . . 

24W. R., Cr., 64 
19W. R.,170 

1. L. R , 8 Calc., 393 : 10 C. ) 
L. R., 239. i 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 264' . 

7 W. R., 260 .. . 

Marsh., 495 
7W. R..440 
1 Agra, 196 • • 


1619 

3660 

1463 

3992, 4202 

4555 

3992, 4202 

4556 
3323 
4666 
3686 

456, 1040 
1167 
6648 
680 
6216 
6012 

318, 1786 
2262 

2218, 2633 
982 

4003, 4008 


3220 

3714 

1380, 6749 
2314 
4662 


6751 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST, 


Name of Com, 


Teeknm Lall Dass v. Maoarthar 

Teekum Singh v. Dullo . • • • . 

Teelottuma Debee v. Brojo Lall Shamunt . 

Teeluck Chunder v. Shama Ohura Prukush . 

Teeluck Chunder Oswal v. Gour Chunder Shaha • 

Teeluckdharee Roy v. Mooraleedhur Roy 

Teelucko Kooer v. Nirban Singh 

Teeluk Rai v. Ramjus Rai . • • . 

Teenaram v, Ramrutton . • • . . 

Teencowree Chatteijee v. Dinouath Banerjee 

Teen Cowree Dossee v. Hnreehur Mookeijee 
Tegh Singh v. Amin Chand «... 
Teil V. Gordon ...... 

Teil & Co. In the matter of the petition of 

V. Abdool Hye .... 

Teja Singh v. Fokhun Singh .... 

■■ N V, Rajnarayan Singh • 

Tej Chund «. Sree Kanth Ghoae .... 

Tej Narain Chatterjee v. Ram Tunoo jMojoomdar . 

Tej pal V. Kesri Singh 

Tej Protap Singh v. Champa Kalee Koer . 

Tejram v. Harsukh 

— V. Mooltan Mull 

Tejram Jagrupaii v. Kusaji bin Gangji 

Tej Singh v. Gooind Singh .... 

■ ' ' — V. Ram Dass ..... 

Tekaet Bhao Narain Deo v. Court of Wards 
Tekaet Khood Narain Singh v. Toolsee Roy . . 

Tekaetne Goura Coomaree v. Saroo Coomaree 
Tekait Chooramun Singh v, Dunraj Roy 
Tekait Megraj Singh v. Joy Mungul Singh . 

Tekaitnee Goura Coomaree v. Bengal Coal Company 


Tekaitni Gowra Kumari v, Bengal Coal Company 

Telokdbaree Sahoo v, Bissendro Narain Sahee 
Teluck Chand Baboo v. Soudaminee Dossee . 

Teluck Chunder Chuckerbutty v, Muddon Mohun 7 
Joogee. ) 

Teluckdharee Sahie v. Rajender Protaub Sahie 
Temmakal v. Subbamal ...... 

Temulji Rustamji v. Fardunji Kavasji 
Terietput Singh v, Gossain Sudersan Das . 

Tetai Abom v. Gagai Gura Chawa .... 

Tetley v. Administrator General of Bengal . 

■ V, Jai Shankar ...... 

• V. Peet Singh 

Tewaree Loll v. Kasseenauth 

Tewaree Raghoonath Sahai v, Mahomed Nazeer . 

Thackoor Doss Sett v. Hogg 

Thacoordass Nundee v, Shunkur Roy .... 
Thacoor Prosad v, Baluck Ram 


Volume and Page. 


Golamn 

of 

Digest. 

1 W. ■&., 279 


2799 

2 Agra, 324 . 


2004 

8 W. R., 478 


5318 

1 W. R., 209 


2340 

2 W. R., Act X, 100 . 


631 

13 W. R., 284 . 


3557 

9 W. R., 439 


1723 

6 N. W., 182 


1178 

2 Hyde, 181 


427 

3 W. R., 49 


2140, 2497 
2610 

8 W. R., 308 


4667 

I. L. R., 6 All., 269 


824 

2 Ind., Jur., N. 8., 142 . 


2641 

19W. R.,37 


436, 3779 
4716 

10 W. R., 95 


1881, 3636 

1 B. L. R., A. C., 62 . 


1881, 3636 

6 W. R., P. 0., 48 : 
Moore’s I, A., 261. 

3 

3062, 4133 

12 W. R., 370 . 


1926 

I L. R., 2 All. 621 


2724 

I. L. R.. 12 Calc., 96 . 


2462 

I. L R., 1 All, 101 . 


6928 

3 N. W., 70 . 


3845 

7 Bom., A. C., 110 


421 

I. L. R., 2 All., 860 . 


4539 

Agra, F. B., 125 : Ed. 1874, 
94. 

3028 

15 W. R,, 69 


2891 

15W. R., 9 


6145 

19 W. R., 262 . 


3431, 6076 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 66 • 


1657 

1 Ind Jur., N. S., 78 . 


6118 

13 W. R., 129 : 5 B. L. 
667, note : 12 B. L. 
282, note. 

R.. 

R., 

3118, 3431 
6076 

6B. L. R., 667, note : 12 B. 
L. Rm 282, note : 13 W. 
R., 129. 

3118, 3431 
6076 

Marsh., 418; 2 Hay, 628 


4980 

23 W. R., 108 . 


3836 

16 B. L. R., 143, note : 12 W. 
R., 604. 

333, 2537 

W, R., F. B., 97 . 


2228 

2 Mad., 47 , 


2082 

6 Bom., A. C., 137 


2794 

I. L. R., 4 Calc., 46 . 


6104 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 30 


6822 

2 N. W., 418 


1224 

I. L. R., 1 All, 726 


270 

Agra, F. B., Ed. 1874, 117 

3506 

W R., F. B., 79 


3955 

4 N. W., 108 


4034 

Cor., 68 . 


27, 4244 

3 W. R., Cr., 63 


394 

12 C. L. R.. 64 


6143 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 




Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Tbaker Madhavji. In re . . . » 

Thakersey Devraj v, Hurbhum Narsey . 

Thakoorain Sahiba v. Mobun Lall • • 

Tbakooranee Dossee v. Bisbesbur Mookeijee 

Tbakoor Chunder Chowdbry Cbotee Singb 
Tbakoor Cbunder Paraioanick. In tbe matter of the ( 
petition of. i 

Tbakoor Cburn Roy v. Collector of 24rPergunnabH « 

Tbakoor Dass Cbuckerbutty v. Ram Jeebun. Cbucker- 1 
bntty. j 

Tbakoor Dass Gosbamee v, Gopee Kristo Gosbamee 
Thakoordass Roy Cbowdhry v. Nubeen Kisben Gbose . 

'J’bakoor Dass Singb v. Luebmeeput Doogur 

Tbakoor Daybee v. Balack Ram . . . • 

Thakoordeen Tewaree v, Ali Hossein Khan • 

Tbakoordeen Tewarry v. 


Tbakoor Deybee v, Balukram .... 

Tbakoor Doss Acbarjee Cbuckerbutty v. Sboshet 
Bhoosun ebatterjee. 

Tbakoor Doss Gossain v. Kasbee Natb Mfindul • 

V. Pearee Mobun Mookerjee 

Tbakoor Doss Mookeijee Ameer Miindul . 

Tbakoor Doss Mozoomdar v. Radba Soonderee Dossee 
Tbakoor Doss Roy v. Bbyrub Cbunder Bbuttaebarjee 

; V. Hurry Doss Roy 

Tbakoor Doss Roy Chowdbry v. Nobin Kristo Gbose 
Tbakoor Dutt Singh v. Gopal Singh . ' . 

Tbakoor Dyal Sen. In the matter of . . ' 

Tbakooree v, Dhuleep Singh .... 
Tbakoor Kapilnath Sabai v. Government 
Tbakoor Kapilnauth Sabai Deo v, ■ ■■ 


Tbakoor Lall Misser v. Brohmo Moyee Dabee 
Tbakoor Lall Missree v, Kanye Lall Tewaree 
Tbakoor Luleet Narain Deo v. Juggumath Misser 

Tbakoor Mabatab Deo v, Leelanund Singh . 

Tbakoor Patbuk v. Ram Soomrun Lai 
Tbakoor Patuck v. Ramsoomrun Lall 
Tbakoor Pershad v» Basbmutty Koer 

V. Kalika Pershad 

• V. Kalka Pershad 

17. Mahomed Baker 

Tbakoor Pershad Singb v. Mahadeo Singh 

I Lall 


I. L. R.y 6 Bom., 460 • 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 432 . 

7 W. R., P. C., 25: 

Moore's I. A., 386. 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 202 : 

W. R.. Act X, 29. 

3 W. R.. Act X, 142 . 

Marsh., 261 : 2 Hay, 112 
B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 595 : 
W. R., 228. 

13 W. R., 336 . 

14 W. R., 160 .‘ 

16 W. R., 18 

15 W. R., 562 . 

7 W. R., 10 . 

10 W. R., P. C., 3: 
Moore's I. A-, 139. . 


4663 

3170. 4272 
5229 

2300, 2479 

1663. 2930 
5184 
1654 

3776, 3778 
1169, 3064 

( 2891. 5368 
i , 6370 

358 

241 

6108, 6352 
. 434, 1927 

-) 2264, 2496 

J 2611 


. 

8 W. R., 341 .. . 

1424, 1811 


13 B. L. R., 427: 21 W.^ 

1247, 1466 


R., 340: L. R., 1 1. A.,^ 

1811, 4139 


192. ) 

4233 


2Ind.Jur., N. S., 106: .0^ 
W. R., P. C.,3: 11 Moore’s^ 
I. A., 139. ) 

2264, 2495 
2511 

3 

17W. R.,208 . 

3334, 3842 


12W. R.,73 

* 3541 


22W. R.,431 . 

661 


14W. R., 168 . 

4620 


2 W. R.. Act X, 3 

638 


11 W. R., 609 .. . 

3043 


W. R., 1864, Mis., 21 . 

382 


22 W. R., 126 

3335 ; 3835 


14W.R,4. 

145, 1634 


17 W. R., Cr., 61 . 

6270 


2 N. W., 261 

6636 


I. L. R., 1 Calc., 142 . 

277 


10 B. L. R., 168 . 

6020 


13 B. L. R., 445 : 22 W. R.,! 
17. ^ j 

2003 


15 W, R., 253 . 

7W. R,610 
8 W. R., 476 • . 

I. L. R., 7 Calc.; 613 : 9 C. 

L. R., 398. 

2 N. W., 433 

1 N. W., 17 : Ed. 1873, 16 
24 W. R.. 428 

2 Agra, 104 . 

6 N. W., 210 
8 W. R., 170 
6 N. W., 210 

24 W. R., 390 


778, 780 
839 
* 1378 


3323, 6081 
4428, 6081 
1845 
6070 
4511 

1682, 1616 
498- 

65, 1700 
3292 



6756 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Column 

Name of Case. Volume and Page* of 

Digest. 


Thakoor Singb v, Sheoperahad Ojhar • 
Thakur Das v. Futteh Mull • 


• V. Sbadi Lai 


Thakurdas Manjbi v, Namdar Mundul 
Tbakur Doyal v. Bam Narain Siugh 
Thakur of Masuda v. The Widows of tbe 
Nandwara. 

Thakur Prasad v, Absan AH 

< ' V. Partab • 

Tbakurya v. Sbeo Singh Rai 
Thalatta.'* In tbe matter of tbe • 

“ Thalatta,” The, w. Tbe “ Anne ** 

Thama Sing v. Kalidas Roy 

Tbambu Cbetti Subraya Chetti v, Arundel 

Thamman Singb v. Ganga Ram 

— V. Jamal-ud-din 

Tbanakoti v, Muniappa . 

Thandraya Gounden v. Sith Aiyan 
Tbangatbanni v, Ramu Mudali 
Than Singh v. Chundun Singh 
Thathu Baputty v. Chakayath Chathu 

Thayammal t?. Yenkatarama . 


Thakur 


Thayu Kunjiama w. Shungunni Yalia Kymal 
Thekmee Beldar v. Bam Kishen Lall • 
Thenju v. Chimmu .... 

Theodorus v, Abool Barkut Ameenoollah 
Thesikam Iyengar v. Ganapathy Iyer • 
Thewaram v. Empress . . 

Thiagaraja v. Gnanasambantha 
Tbiagaraja Mudali- 1 ;. Ramanuja Charry 

Thir Sing v* Yenkataramier 


Thiruvengadathiengar v. Sangiliveerappa Pandya Chin- 'I 
nathumbiar. 

Thomas. In the matter of the petition of • 

* ■ " — V, Manager of the Pioneer Press . 

Thomas & Co. In the matter of . . . 

Thompson v. Jehangir HorinaNji 
■ ■ ' V. Thompson ..... 

Thompson's Policy. In tbe matter of 
Thomson. In the matter of ... . 


’In the matter of the petition of 
Thookra v. Rampershad Tewarry 

Thornhill v, Taylor ..... 
Thornton v, Thornton .... 
Thucker Bhagvandas Harjivan. In the matter of 
Thnkrain Sookraj Koowar v. Government • 
Thukree Roy t>. Heeramun Singh 

Thnmbusamy Moodelly v, Hoosain Rowthen 

Thummun v, Golab Rae .... 
Thurga Ramachandra Rau v. Appayya 


5N.W,8. 

7 B. L. R., 276 1 16 W. R., 
C 3 • 

I. L.’r , 8 All., 66 
24 W. R., Cr., 12 
1. L. B., 8 Calc., 375 . 



2843 

2679 

3461 

1294 

4197 


I. L. R.. 2 All., 819 


165 


I. L. R.. 1 All , 668 
I. L. B., 6 All, 442 
I. L. R., 2 All., 872 
Bourke, Ad., 1 
Bourke, A. 0. C., 87 
6B. L. R...3S6 . 

1. L. R., 6 Mad., 287 . 

1. L. R., 2 All., .342 
I. L. R., 7 All, 442 
1. L. R., 8 Mad., 496 . 

4 Mad., 254 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 358 . 

I.L. R., 11 Calc, 296 .. 
7 Mad., 179 

LL.R., 7Mad.,401 . 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 71 . 

16W. R.,71 
I. L. R., 7 Mad, 413. 
W. R., 1864, Act X, 106 
4 Mad., 320 
IOC. L,R.. 187 . 

I.L. R., 7 Mad., 374 . 

6 Mad., 151 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 92 . 


162 

3297 

3303 

6645 

6645 

415 

3574 

1481 

4558 

6094 

762 

2112. 2117 
6731 
3762 

1411, 2142 
4271 
3762 

324, 1621 
3760 
1934 
3075 

1260, 1972 
5177 
6074 

3146, 3156 
3572 


I. L. B., 1 Mad., 65 

I. L, R., 12 Calc., 192 

2 Agra, Mi«., 1 
Bourke, A. 0. C., 100 
1 Ind. Jnr., N. S,, 352 

3 Bom., O. C., 66. 
Bourke, Mat., I . 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 347 
Bourke, O. C., 421 
6B. L. R., 180 : 14 W. 
6 N. W., 206 

10 Moore's I. A., 490 


1 Agra, 215 • 

T. L. R., 10 Bom., 422 . 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 489 . 

14 Moore's I. A., 112 
Marsh., 470 : 2 Hay, 697 
I. L. R., 1 Mad., 1 : L. R., 2 ) 
I. A., 241. i 

2 N. W., 89 . . . 

I. L. R.,7Mad., 128 . 


1427 

4704 
3796 
601 
2664 
4678 
2834 ’ 
6838 
5896 

li, 267 4743, 6938 
3739 
31, 2314 
2351 
12, 747 
1546, 1647 
2662, 5120 
1028 
677 


8896 

329 

8580 



TABLE OP CASKS IN THE 


6757 


Name of Ca/M. 


Volume and Pafe. 


Colama 

of 

Digeit. 


Thyila Kandi iTmmatha v, Thyila Eandi Cheria Kun- 
hamed. 

Tiery f>. Kristo Mohun Bose 
Tietkins. In the matter of • . ‘ . 

Tikamdas Javahirdas o. Gangakom Mathuradas 
Tika Ram v Khuda Yar Khan 
Tikaram Singh v. Sandes . • . . 

Tikdey v. Lalla Huree LalL • 

Tilak Patak v, Mahabir Panday 
Tilkoer v, Roy Anundkishore •* • 

Tillakchand Hindumal v. Jitamal Sudaram 

Tillessuree Kooer o. Asmedh Eooer • 

Tilock Chunder Cbuckerbutty o. Gourmonee 
Tilok Oband v. Sada Ram 

Tiluck Cband v. Soudamini Dasi 

V 

V, Sowdamjnee Dassee .... 

Tiluck Cbunder Cbuckerbutty v. Muddun Mobun Joog«*e ^ 

Tiluck Cbunder Dutt Cbowdbry Brojo Soondur M it ter 
Tiluck Cbunder Goobo e, Gour Monee I)ebee 
Tiluckdbaree. In tbe matter of • • 

Tiluckdharee Singb v. Sarnoodra Singb 
Tiluck Roy o. Pboolman Koy . . . 

Timal Kuari v, Ablakb Rai 
Timapa Shanbbog o. Matiesbvar Kaabi- • 

Timmappa v. Laksbmamma . • 

Timmappa Bbat v. Parmesbriamma . 

Timmappa Heggade v, IVIahalinga Heggade 
Timmappaya v. JjakHhminara3'ana . • 

Timmarsa Puranik v, Badiya 
Timmaya Mada €. LaksbmanaBbakta 
Timmi Reddy w. Acbamma , • 

Timmu v, Deva Rai .... 

Tincowrre Chatter ji v. Denonalb Banerjee . 

Tincojvrie Dossee v, Umbika Churn Koy Cbowdbry 
Tinnappa Cbetti o. Murugappa Chetti 

Tinumoni Dasi v, Nibarun Cbunder Gupta 

Tippayya Holla v. Venkata 
Tipperah Loan Office o. Gh)ur Cbunder Barman 
Tirbhobun Singh tJ. Jbono Lai . 

Tirtbanund Thakoor v. Herdn Jha 
‘ v. Mutty Lall Misser . 

— V, Paresmon Jha 

'ilrth Nund Tbakur v, Mobur Mundul • 
Tirucbittambala Chetti v, Sesbayyangar • 

Tirucburna Perumal Nadan d. Sanguvien . 
Tirukrishnama Cbariar v, Ejrisbnasawmi Tatachariar 
Tirumala u. Laksbmi .... 

Tirumala Ran Sahib v. Pingala Sunkara Rau 
T^rumalasami Reddi v» Kama Sami Reddi . 
Tinimalatbamal v, Venkataramanaiyan 


I. L. R., A Mad., 808 . 5036 

L. R.,1IA,76 . 1667, 6033 

I B. L. R., O. C., 84 . 2666 

II Bom., 203 . . 1072, 2781 

I. L. R., 3 All., 191 . 2872 

22 W. R., 335 . . 1646 

W. R., 1864, 133 . . 2129 

7^L.K,ip.,uasW.K..j 


IOC. L. K.,647 . 

2078 

10 Bom., SS' '6 . * . . 

1034, 1397 
1945 

24 W. R., 101 

1682, 2207 
4268 

2 Hay, 364 

8009 

7N.‘W.. 113 

3242 

I. L. B., 4 Calc.. 666 ; 3 

L. B., 466. 

1124, 6280 

26 W. B , 275 . 

. 5613 

12 W. R., 604: 12 B. L. B., 
143, note. 

j 333, 2517 

24 W. R., 121 . 

4909 

6 W. E., Mi8.,*01 . . 

. 3131*, 3499 

2 C. L. R., 1 

6167 * 

6W. R., 9 . 

2771 

7W.R.,450 . 

. 2200, 8395 

I. L. 11., 1 All , 254 . 

3181 

I. L. R.» 9 Bom., 181 . 

. 864 

I. L. B., 6 Mad., 386 . 

3951 

6 Bom., A. 0., 130 

. 2424,3371 

4 Mad., 28 . 

2454 

I. L. B., 6 Mad., 284 . 

2171 

2 Bom., 70 : 2nd Ed., 66 

3031 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 215 . 

246 

2 Mad., 325 

2448 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 265 , 

. 4835,5533 

W. R., 1864, 166 . 

2110 

23 W. R , 41 

8530 

l.L. R.,7 Mad,107 . 

X407. 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 164 ; 12 

L. R., 37p. 

2306 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 74 . 

3581 

2 C. L. R., 349 . 

2698 

18 W. R., 206 

565 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 262 . 

1607 

I. L. B., 3 Calc., 774 ., 

t 5200 

lOB.i. R., 14a,note:131 
B.. 449. 

5411 

17 W. B., 278 . 

1631 

I. L. B., 4 Mad., 383 . 

5421, 5969 

I.L.R.,3Mad., I,i8 . 

2991 

L. R., 6 I. A., 120 

5264 

I. L. E., 2 Mad., 147 . 

. 4830 

1 Mad., 312 

1558, 5056 

6 Mad., 420 

6006 

2 Mad., 378 

1415 



6758 


TkiBLE OP CASES THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case, 


Volume and Page. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


Tirumamaffal Ammal v. Hamaavami Ayyan^ar 
Tiruvalur Kirustnappa Mudali. In the matter of 
tHravengada v. Kangasami • • 

V, Rangayyan^r . 

Tiruvengada Chari v, Vythilinga Filial 
Titooram Bose v. Tarineeclmrn Ghose 
Tita Bibi t7.' Ibrahim Mollah . . • 

■ ■ ' — V, Mohesh Chunder Bagchi . 

Titn Maya v, Qaeen 

Tiyagaraja Padyachi vl Ramanajain Pillai . 

To4 vl Ponambilath Parapravan Kunmahod Hajee 
Todal Singh v. Thomson . . • • 

Todd. In the matter of the petition of 
Todee Singh v. Gardner .... 

Tofail Ahmud v. Banee Madhub Mookeijee • 

Tohnl Roy v. Mahadeo Dutt 

Tokai Sherob v, Davod Mullick Fureedoon Beglar 

Tokee Bibee v. Abdool Khan 

Tomminissa v. Nujeema Banoo • • . • 

Tommy v* Soobha Kurim Lai* • . • . • 

Tonoo Ram Gossain v, Moiiessnr Gossain • • 

Toofanee Doss v, Mun Rakhun Roy . . • 

Toofeah v. Jnssonda 

Toog Oung V. British India Steam Navigation Comi 
Toolsee v, Mohadeb Raot . . * . . • 

Toolsee Dossee v. Doorga Churn Paul . 

Toolseedoss Kobeeraj v. Bhyrub Lall Tewaree • 

Toolsee Doss Seal. In re 

Toolsee Dutt Misser v, Brojo Mohun Thakoor 
Toolseemoney Debee v, Jogesh Chunder Shaba 
Toolseemoney Dossee v, Cornelius 
Toolfee Ram v, Nahar Singh . 

V, Nahur Singh . 

■■ V. Narain Singh . 

V, Nund Kishore Lall 

Toolsee Sahoo v. Mohadeo Doss 
Toolim V. Goman Shunker . « 

Toomy v» Durrup Singh • 

Toona v. Kureemun . 

Toonanjan v, Mehndee Begum . 

Toondun Singh v, Pokh Narain Singh • 

. ■ t;. Poklee Narain Singh 

Toponidhee Dhiij Gir Gosain v, Sreeputty Sahanee 

Toppya Pillay v, Peddoo Pillay 
Torab Ali v, Chooramun Singh Chowdhry . 

— V, Mahomed Ameer Hossein 

V, President of the Municipal Committee of 
Allahabad. 

Torab Ali Khan v, Nilruttun Lai 
Torab Ally v. Mahomed Tukkee 
Toral Komhar v. Anchhi .... 



1 Mad., 214 . . 


2336 


1 Mad., 69 . 


2835 


I. L. R., 7 Mad,, 19 


1830 


I. L. R., 6 Mad., 114 


110 


I. L. R., 6 Mad., 418 


411 


15 W. R., 127 . 


3496 


12 C. L. R., 304* . 


5316 


I.L. R.,9CaIc.,683 


5315 

V 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 618, 
1 C. L. R., 1. 

note : 

1014 


I. L. R., 6 Mad., 422 


4766 


1. L. R., 3 Mad., 169 


3769, 3761 


2 N. W., 237 


667 


6 N. W., 237 

• • 

3738 


2 Agra, 342 


46 


24 W. R., 394 . 

• a 

6690 


W. R., 1864, 327 . 

• • 

4930 

i 

4 W. B., P. C., 87 : 6 Moore’s 

I. A., 610. ) 

6377 


I. L. R., 5 Calc., 536 
L. R., 458. 

5C.j 

2662 

, 

8 W. R., 340 

• 

4469 


2 W. R., Act X, 73 


2993 


24 W. R., 302 . 


3257 

, 

]6W.R,202 . 


4130 


2 Agra, 337 


6100 

y 

24 W. R., 430 . 


4529 


6 W. R., 197 


2303 

, 

15 W. R., 176 . 


196 


8W. R., 311 


6072 

{ 

2Ind. Jur., N. S., 133 
R., 228. 

7W.’ 

3782, 4434 


9 W. R., 332 


4130, 4346 


1 C. L. R., 425 . 


5282 


IIB. L. R.,144 . 


2585, 2591 


3 N. W., 43 


6630 


3 Agra, 271 


3867, 4469 


3 Agra, 266 


6632 


12W. R.;471 . 


6738 


10 W. R., 483 . 


4851 


2 Agra, 117 


6111 


12 W. R., 473 . 


1736 


6 W. R., Mis., 31 . 


1487 


3 Agra, 13 * 


3695 


14W. R.,205 . 


1874 


20 W. R., 54 


1479 

! 

LL. R., 6 Calc., 832 
L. R., 306. 

6C. 

5068 


5 Mad., 383 


6679 


24 W. K., 262 . 


5583 

. 

3 C. L. R., 105 . 


3323, 6103 


6 N. W., 170 


6976 


I. L. R., 13 Calc., 166 


3356 


19 W. U., 1 


4666, 6008 

. 

9B.L. p.,263rl8W. B.,401. 

3717 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6769 






TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Cnee. 


Volume and Page. 


Tnpoora Soonduree w. Kojlash Chunder Boae 
Tripoora Soondaree Debia v. Ijiutoonnit^Ha Khatoon 
■ , n. prorootbonath Koy • 

Tripp V. Enbeer Mtindul 

V. Nursing Chunder Mitter 

Tripura Sundari v, Durga Churn Pal . 

• V, Basik Chandra Kanungni • 

Triton Insurance Company v. The “ Moorhill " . 


Troup V, East India Company .... 

Troylochotaran Chowdhry v. Muthoora Mohun Bey 
Troylokha Nath Biswas. In the matter of 

Troylokhyanath Mitter. ■' ■ - . 

Troyluckbnath Chuckerbutty v. Jhabboo Shaikh . 
Troyluckhonath Banerjee u. Brindabun Chunder Sirkar 
Chowdhry. j 

Troyluckhonath Chowdhry v. Kaleema Bibee 
Troyluckhonath Roy v. Collector of Beerbhootn 
Troyluckho Tarinee Dossia v. Mohima Chunder Muttnck 

Troyhikhonath Bose. In re 

Trunath Chowdry v, Manick Chunder Doss 
Trustees and Mortgagees Act, 1886. In the matter of . 

Tufani Singh. In re 

- V. Durgaban • ... 

Tuffazal Hossein Khan v, Raghunath Prasad • \ 

Tufuzzool Hossein v, Mahomed Hossein . • 

Tukaram v. Satvaji Khanduji .... 

*■ " V, Sujangir Guru . ... 

Tukaram Ambaidas v, Ramchandra valad Bhimannn 7 
Dhugi. 3 

Tukaram bin Atmaram v. Ramachandra Budbaram 
Tukaram bin Ramkrishna v, Gunaji bin Mhaioji 
Tukaram Hari Atre. In re . 

Tukaram Vithal. In re 

Tukaram Vithoji n. Khandoji Malharji 

Tnkee v. Khoshdel Biswas .... 

Tukee All v. Saadut Ali 


Tnkhea v, Deo Narain Singh . 

Tukheya Rai n. Tupsee Koer . 

Tukoji Maharaj Holkar v. Titambardas Naranji 
Tukroonissa Begum v. Mogul Jau Bibee 
Tularam v. Haijiwan Das 
Tnijaram Morarji v. Mathuradas 
Tul^e Monee Dassee v, Peary Mohun Baboo 

Tuls^a V, Gopal Rai 


Tulshi Pershad Singh v. Ram narain Singh 

Tulshi Sabu v. Nursingram 
Tulsidas Dhunji v, Yirbasapa* . 

Tulsi Panday v, Buchu Lai 

Tulsi Ram v. Gangaram • • • 


15 W. R., 2(55 . 

24 W. R., 411 
11 W. U., 6:3S . 

9 W. R., 209 

W. R . 1864, Mis., 7 
I. L. R.. 11 Calc., 74 
6 B. L. R.. Ap., 134: 15 W. ^ 

R., 189. ) 

15 B. L. R., Ap.,3 

4 W. R., P. C., Ill : 7 Moore’s 7 

I. A.. 104. ) 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 41 
I. L. R., 3 Calc., 742 . 

1 C. L. R., 83 . . • 

low. R.. 334 . 

18W. R.,438 . 

2 W. R., Act X, 96 
W. R., 1864, 338 
7W. R.,40O 

5 W. R., Cr., 58 . 

14 W. R., 469 .. . 

I. L. R.. 7 Bom., 381 . 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 141 . 

4 B. L. R.. Ap.. 21 

7 B. L. R., 186 : 14 Moore’s 
1. A., 40. 

3 Hay, 17 . 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 206 . 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 585 . 

6 Bom,, A. C., 247 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 314 . 

8 . Bom., A. C., 129 

10 Bom., 354 

I. L. R., 2 Bom., 627 . 

6 Bom., 0. C., 134 
6 W. R., 151 
6 N. W., 14 
6 N. W., 137 
24 W. R., 248 . 

15 W. R.,Cr.,23 - 
9 Bom., 427 

8 W. R.. 370 

I. L. R., 6 All.. 60 
I. L. R., 6 Bom., 662 . 

26 W. R., 79 

I. L. R., 6 All, 632 . 

I. L. R., 12 Calc., 117 :L. R .,7 
12*1. A., 206. j 

12C.L. R.,333 . 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 624 . 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 696 : 12 
L. R., 223. 

I. L. R., 1 All, 252 . 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


5689 

3245 

3H34 

3288 

335 

5464 

4853. 5800 
5642 
514 

1187 

1278 

6157 

3160 

404, 699 

2931 
353 
2991 
4104 
351, 368 
6(Ki4 

4424, 5138 
4461 

412 

4015 

3460, 4464 
3415 

2395 

3943 

423 

5832 

617 

4810 

6650 

5921 

1194 

5059 

6156, 6268 
748 
6812 
6017 
2302 
4131 

333. 1460 
4045 

3070 

2211, 2575 
1518 

578 

4875 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6761 


Ntme of Case. 


Tulsiram Das v. Mohamed Afzal alias Mirza . ^ 

Tulsi Saha v, Mahadeo Das • • • • { 

Tumeezooddeen Chowdhry w. Surwar Khan . 
Tumeezooddeen Khondkar v, MohimaChunder Mooker- 
jee. 3 

Tumeezooddy v, Busarut 

Tundan Singh v, Pukh Narayan Sing 

Tunnoo v. Kureem Buksh 
Tiiribullah. In the matter of . 

Turif Biswas. In the matter of the petition 
Turner, Morrison, & Co., v, Ralli, Mavrojan 
Tusneef Hossein v, Sookhoo 
Tvatat SVami v, Andanya Charantj 
Tweedie v, Poonochunder Gangooly . 

V, Poono Chunder Gangoolee 

■ — V. Itam Narain Doss 

Tyehunnessa v, Kaniz Fatima . 


of 
, & Co. 


u 

Ubilack Rai v. Dallial Rai 
Ublukh Rai v, Sheo Nnndun Singh 
Uchhuba Dossia v. N ittyanund dhaba 
Uda Begum v. Imamuddin . • 


Udai Chand Mukhopadhya. In the matter of the peti- 
tion of, 

Udai Chandra Mandal v. Ahmedulla • 

Udai Ram v, Ghulam Husain 
Udai Singh v, Bharat Singh 

■ ' V, Jagan Nath 

Udai Tara Chowdhrain v, Abdul Gani 

Udaiya Tevar v, Katama Nachiyar 
Udaram Sitaram v, Ranu Panduji 


V. Sonkabai 


Udaya Aditya Deb v. Jadab Lai Aditya Deb 
Udaya Chandra Rana v. Bhajabari Jana 
Udaya Oharan Dhur v, Kalitara Dasi 
Udaya Yarma v. Nayar Chambithu 

Uddoy Adittya Deb v. Jadublal Adittya Deb 

Uddoyto Chum Sahoo w. Ramdhun Roy 
Udeyadeta Deb v, Gregson 

Udey Kunwar v. Ladu .... 


Udhar Singh v. Ranee Koonwur 

Udit Narain Singh v. Harogouri Prosad 

Udit Singh v, Padaratli Singh . . . • 

Udoy Chand Biswas v. Panchoo Ram Biswas 

Udoytara Chowdhrain v. Shib Nath Surma Bahadoori 


Volume and Page. 


1 B. L R., A. C., 12-: 10 
R., 48. 

2B. L. R., A. C., 105: 
W. R., 483. 

7 W. R., 209 

11 W. R., 227 . 

21 W. R., 76 

5 B. L. R., 646 r 13 W. 
347. 

23 W. R., Cr., 2 . 

4 C. L. R., 338 . 

7W R., 455 

2 B. L. R., 0. C., 127 . 

14 W. R., 453 • 

6 Bom., A. C., 132 

8 W. R^ 125 

12 W. R., 138 . 

9 W. R., 151 

13C. L. R.,247 . • . 


I. L. R., 3 Calc., 557 
3 Agra, 80 
24 W. R.. 463 
I. L. R., 1 All., 82 
I. L. R., 2 All., 74 

9 B. L. R., Ap., 31 

7 B. L. R., 616, note 
I. L. R., 3 All., 186 
1. L. R., 1 All., 466 
I. L. R., 1 All, 135 
3 B. L. R., Ap., 90 

2 Mad., 131 

11 Bom., 76 

10 Bom., 483 • . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 199 
2 B. L. R., Ap., 45 

2 B. L. R.. Ap., 62 
1 Mad., 322 
I. L. R., 6 Calc., 113 
L. R., 181. 

16W. R.,296 . 

1. L. R., 12 Calc., 624 
6 B. L. R., 283: 15 W 
P. C., 16 : 13 Moore 
A., 686. 

1 Agra, 234 
I. L. R., 12 Calc., 690 
I, L. R.,'8 All., 54 
lie. L. R.^614 . 

9 C. L. R.. 207 . 


W.j 

ioj 


R .,1 


4C. 


R., 
I I. 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


4851, 6800 
3024, 3406 
4914 
772 
482 
661 

1155, 1269 
5830 
1069 
79, 91 
4564 
1673 
1757 
3802 
4512 


1847 
2444 
667 
50, 54 
189 

4920 

1410 
1176 
1871 
5011 
4199- 
4867, 4962 
4988 

•2235, 2409 
5384 
2421 
2150 
3953 
1180 
4430 

5102 

' 3495 
229, 1940 

1680, 4745 
4863 

2486, 4962 
14, 3454 
336 ^ 
2365 



6762 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Volame and Page. 


Colnmu 

of 

Digest. 


TTfzool Beffnm v, Ladl^ Begnm 
Ugarcband Manackchand v. Madapa Somana 
Uggrakant Chowdhry v, Hurro Ohunder Shickdar 
IJgrah Nath v, Laganmali 

tJjagar Singh v. Pitam Singh . • . • 

Ujalamayi Dasi v. Chandra Kumar Neogi , • 

Ujal Mundul v, Namdar Mundul 
TJji V, Hathi Lala 

Ujjala Bewa. • In the matter of * . . . 

Ujinuddin Khan v, Ziaul-niasa Begum . . 

XJjolla Dasi v, Dhiraj Mahatab Chand • 

Ukanda Varriyar v, Xiamen Nambudiri • . 

Ukba V, Daga ....... 

Ukhoy Sunkur Chuckerbutty t>, Indro Bhusan Deb Roy 
Ukoor Doss v, Chundcr Sekhur Doss • . • 

Ulfatunnissa alias Elabijan Bibi v. Hosain Khan 

TJlfutunnissa v. Mohan Lai Sukal , . • * . 

Ullmau V. Justices of the Peace for Calcutta 


Ulruk Singh v, Beny Persad • • • • 

ITltaf Ali Khan v. Ram Lall .... 
Uluck Monee Chowdbrain v, Faucboo Goomar Chunder 


2N.W.,325 

I. L. R., 9 Bom.. 324 . 

I. L. R.. 6 Calc., 209 . 

I. L. R., 4 All., 83 
I. L. B.,4 All.. 120: L. R..-^ 
8 1. A., 190. ) 

4 B.L. R., F. B,24 . 

2tW. R.,Cr.,12 

7 Bom., A. C.,133 
1 C. L. R., 62 3 . 

I. L. R.. 3 Bom.. 422: 5 C. 

L. R., 11 : L. R., ■ 

137. 

7 C. L. R.. 215 
1 Mad., 262 

I. L. B.,.7 Bom., 182 . 

12 W. R., F. B., 27 . 

3 W. R.. 152 

1. L. R., 9 Calc.. 620: 12 C.) 
L. R., 209. ) 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 33 

7 B L. R., Ap., 60 

8 B. L. R.. 266 . 

5 W. R., P. C., 77 

Agra, F. B., 83 : Ed. 1874, 63 


422:* 6 C.*) 
L, 6 I. A.. > 


3657 

6032. 6144 
1847 
3532 

2154 

2844 

1294 

2221 

966 

5652 

6336 
3764 
• 4881 
1620. 2931 
2250 

4807 

1218, 2695 
5531 
650 
4659 

3308, 3529 


Chowdhry. > 

Umabai v. Bhavu Padmanji • . . 

Umacharau Banerjee. In re . • • 

Umacharan Chowdhry v. Nitambini Debi . 

TJmacbaran Sett v. Hari Prosad Misery 
Umachnrn Bag v. Ajadannissa Bibee . 

Uma Churn Dutt v. Uma Tara Dabee 
Uma Chum Mundle v. Josbein Sheikh 
Uma Churn Santra v, Beni Madhub Roy 
Uma Chum Sen v. Gobin Chunder Mozutndar 

Umaid Bah^ur v, Udoi Cband alias Munmun | 

.Umaji valad Manaji Patil Dumale v, Hari Ram 
Chandra Kulkariii. > 

Uma Kisboree Dassi v, Haro Gobind Shaba 
Umameswara v. Singapernmal . 

Umamoyi Burmonea v. Tarini Prasad Ghose 
Umanath Mookhopadbya v. Nilmoney Sing 
Umanund Roy v, Browne 

■ ' ' V. Sreekishen Banerjee 

Umarkhan v. Mahomed Khan « 

Uma Sankar Roy Chowdry v, Mansur Ali Khan 

Uma Shankar v. Kalka Prasad . 

Uma Sundari v. Nittyanund Shaha Rai 
Uma Sundari Dasi v, Birbul Maiidal . • 

' — V, Dwarka Nath Roy 


V. Ramji Halclar 


21 \V. R., 124 . 

. 

757 

i. L. B., 1 Bom., 667 

, . 

2335 

7 B. L. B., Ap , 3 

• • 

6041 

2B,L. R.,S.N., 11: 

10 W.-^ 

2420 

B., 359. 

) 

1 B. L. R., S. N., 7 


628, 662 

I. L. B., 12 Calc., 430 


6294, 6877 

8 W. R., 181 


1586 

I. L. B., 11 Calc., 64 


2924 

7 C. L. R., 352 . 


4488. 4508 

1 C. L R., 460 . 

1. L. B., 6 Calc., 119: 

6 C. L. \ 

5382 

2288,2299 

B., 600. 

) 

4 Bom., A. C., 143 


4829 

6 W. B., ActX,96 


632 

1. L. B., 8 Mad., 376 


5389 

7 W. R., 226 


3817.4265 

I. L. B., 6 Calc., 429 


4670 

7 W. B., 352 


6709 

7 W. R., 248 


1466 

1. L. R., 10 Bom., 41 


1229 

6B. L. B.,Ap.,6:13 W.R,: 
327. 

4214, 6076 

1. L. E., 6 All., 76 

• 

3393 

3 C. L. E., 167 . 

• 

4944 

3 B.LtR., A. C., 183 

• 

5315 

2B. L.R., .A.C.,284:11 HT.l 
B., 72. i 

3164, 3368 

L L. R., 7 Calc., 242 
L. B..13. 

: 9 C.j 

3561,4279 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


ms 


Name of Cose. 


Volume and Page. 


Uma Sundari Dasi v, Umacharaii Sadkhan . 
UiuaKundari Debi. In the mutter of the petition of 

Uma Sunduri Dahee v. Sourohinee Dabee . 

Uma Sunker Moitro v.*Kali Komul Mozumdar • 

Uma Sunkur Sircar v, Tarini Chunder Singh 
Umatara Debia v, Knshna Eamiui Dasi- 
Umatul Fatima v, Azhur Ali . 

Umbica Churn Banerjee v, Digumbnree Dabee 
Umbica Churn Bhuttaehurjee v. Proisonno Coomar Sen 
Umbica Churn Dey v, Goluck Chunder Chuckerbutty 
JJmbica Churn Pottro v, Boidonatli Pottro • 

Umbica Nuiidun Biswas. In the matter of • 

Umbica Prosad Tewary v. Ram Sahay Lull . 

Umbica Proshad. In the matter of . 

Umbica Sunduri Chowdraiu v, Ajitulla JMondul • 

Umbicka Churn Goopta v. Madhub Ghosal 

Umbika Churn Chuckerbutty w. Dwarka Nath Ghose 
Umbika Churn Dutt v. Nadir Hossein • • 

Umbika Churn Koondoo v, Uhurmo Doss Foondoo 
Umbika Churn Mundle v. Ramdhun Mohurir 
Umbika Churn Shet v. Bhuggobutty Cbuni Shot . 
Umbika Dassia i;.*ChirunjeeI Pershad Boso 
Umbika Debia v. Pranl)uree Doss . 

Umda Khaiium. In the matter of . 

Umdutoonissa v. Asloo ...... 

Umed Ali Suffihun ..... 

V. Salima Bibi .... 

Umedchand Hukamchuud v. Bulakidas Lalchand. . 
Umed Dholchand v, Pir Saheb •iiva Miya . 

Umed Kika v. Nagindas Narotamdas 

Umedmal Motiram v. Dava Bin Dhondiba . 

Umed Ram v, Daulut Ram .... 
Umed Sangji v. Collector of Surat 

Umer Ali v. liumzan Ali 

— " V. Safer Ali ..... 

Umes Chandra v. Shastidhar Mookerjee 
Umes Chandra Roy v. Nabin Chandra iidazumdar 
Umesh Chandra Mookerjee v. Sageman 
Umesh^Chunder Bauerjee v, Mohiui Mohuu Dass . 

Umesh Chunder Roy v. Raj Bullub Sen 

Umiashankar Lakhmiram v. Chotalal Vajeram . 
Umirto Lall Bose. In the matter of • . • 

Umjad Ally Khan v. Mohumdee Begum • 

Ummer Kutti v, Abdul Kadar 

Umnd V. Ram Lai 


6 B. L. R«, Ap., 117 . • 

5 B. L. R.y Ap., 29 
I.L.R.,7 Calc., 288: 9 C.) 

L. R., 83. ) 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 256:7 0.1.*^ 
R., 146. > 

I. L. R., 9 Calc., 671 : 11 C. ^ 


3912 

6116, 6939 
2146, 2340 

2141, 2289 


L. K., 366. 

2 B. L, B.. A. C., 102 


) 

15 > 

y 

6006 

9 B. L. B., Ap., 23, no.te : 
W. B., 366. 

1207.2696 

12 W. R., 429 . 


• 

4478 

9 C. L. R., 366 . 


• 

6061* 

9 W. R., 696 


• 

1766 

1 W. R., 82 . 


• 

2931 

I.L. R.,3 Calc., 434: 
L. R., 561. 

1 

C.) 

2663 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 898 : 
L. R., 605. 

10 c. 

2163 . 

1 C. L. R., 268 . 

, 


4722 

8 C. L. R., 148 . 



1313 

I. L. R.,4 Calc., 870: 
L. R., 65. 

•4 C. 

4467 

8 W. R., 606 



803, 6433 

11 W. R., 133 . 



6790 

11 W. R., 129 . 



4820 

IIW. R.,36 



4151, 489Q 

3 W. R., 173 



3368 

13 W. R., 81 



1480 

33 W. R., K. B., 1 



6323 

3 C. L. R., 72 



4732 

20 W. R., 297 . 



26, 3696 

3 B. L. R., A. C.. 175 



3666 

I. L. R., 6 All., 383 



4917 

6 Bom., 0. C., 16 . 



8300 

1. L. R., 7 Bom., 134 



4889, 5657 

7 Bom., 0. C., 122 



862, 2438 
6804 

1. L. R., 2 Bom., 647 



1822, 4777 
6123 

I. L-.R., 6 All., 664 



6690 

7 Bom., A. C., 60. 



1662 . 

23 W. R., 347 . 



4896 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 334 



966 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 99 



8815 

6 B. L. R., 327, note 



.6060 . 

6 B. L. R., 633, note 



1814,3202 

9 C. L. R., 301 . 



1826 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 279 : 
L. R., 204. 

10 0.' 

3269 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 19 

, 


3118, 8^ 

18 W, R., 11, note 

, 

, 

5461 

10 W. R,. P. C., 26 
. Moore’s I. A., 617. 


8674,4261 

I. Ti. B.,'2 M«d., 165 



8221 

I. L. B., 7 All., 381 



6688 



6764 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 






TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIOEST. 


6766 






676S 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST, 


Name of Cose. 


Vaku valad Ram Patil v, Pand valad Malji Patil . 

Valaji Isaji v, Thomas 

Valamaramayyan v, Virappa Kandian 
Valampudducherri Pa^manabhau v, Chowakaren Pudia- ) 

S urayil Kunhi Eolendaa. ) 

ayet Hosscin v. Mauiran 
Yaliappa Kavuthan v, Mahommed Ehasim 
Valia Tamburatti v. Vira Ray an 
Yalimia Alimia v. Gubim Kadar Moliidin 
Valiya Kesava Vadhyar v, Suppen Nair 
Yallabh Bbnla v, Kama . 

Vallabbdas Hirachand v. Gokaldas Tejiram 
Yalla bin Hataji v, Sidoji bin Kondaji 
Yallabbram Jaf»;jivan v. Woodbouse • 

Yallabhram Shibnarayan v, Bai Harigan^a 
Vallinayagam Pillai v, Pacbche 

Valoo Chetty v, Sooryab Cbetty 

Valu V. Ganga .... 

Vala Mudali v, Sowerby . 

Yamandji Konera. In the matter of • 

Yaman Janardan Josbi v. Collector of Tbana 
Yaman Sbripad n. Maki . 

Yana Jagannatbji v, Hata Dipaji 
Van Ingen v, Dhunua Lall Lalluh . . 

Yanneri Purnsbottaman Namibudri v. Patanattil Kanju ^ 
Menavan. ^ 

Yarada Chetty v. Yaiyapury Mudali . . • . 

'Yuradamja v. Venkatachala Pillai . . • • 

Varadarajulu Nayudu. Ex parte .... 
Yaradha Reddi v. Venkata Subba Reddi . . 

Varadiperuraal Udaiyan®. Ardanari Uduiyan 
Yarajlal Shivlal v. Dalsukb Yarajlal 
Varanakot l^araj’anan Namburi v. Varanakot Naray-'l 
anan Kambuii. > 

Varathachari v. Balu Naicken ..... 
Vardalaca Charri. In the matter of . 

Varden Seth Sam v. Luckpathy Royjee Lallah . f 


Yarikara Vadaka Yittil Valia Parvattbi v, Yarikara'^ 
Yadaka Vittil Kamaran Nayar. ) 

Vaijivan Rangji v. Aji Da-ji . • • • . 

: V, Ghelji Gokaldas . • 

Varma Valia v, Kottayatb Kiyaki Kovilagatb Revi'^ 
Yarma Mootba itajab. i 

Yasanji Haribbai v, Lalln Akbu • 

Vassareddy Lutcbmeputty Naidoo In re 
Vasndev. v, Varaanjl 
Yasudeva v, Cbinnasami • 

Yasudeva Bballu v. Narasamma 
Yasudevan v, Kesbavan . 

Vasndev Anant «. Ramki-iahna • 

Yasudeva Patrudu v, Sanyasiraz Peddabaliyara Simbulu 
Yasudeva Shanbbaga Kuleadl Narnapai • 


Volumo aud Page. 


6 B6m., A. C., 243 
I L. E., 1 Bom., 1»0 
I, L. B., 6 Mad., .145 

5 Mad., 320 

6C. L. R., 91 
I. L. 6 Mad., 166 
I. L. R., 1 Mad., 228 

6 Kom., A. C., 25 

I. L. R., 2 Mad,, 308 
9 Bom., 65 • 

3 Bom., A. C., 89 . 

5 Bom., A. C., 87 . 

1 Bom., 144 

4 Bom., A. C., 135 

1 Mad., 326 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 262 : 

4 1. A., 109. 

I. L. R., 7 Bom., 84 

2 Mad., 246 

1 Bom., 136 

6 Bom., A. C., 191 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 424 

11 Bom., 46 

I. L. E., 5 Mad., 108 

2 Mad., 382 

4 Mad., 151 

I. L. R., 5 Mad., 345 
1 Mad., 66 

5 Mad , 213 
1 Mad., 412 

12 Bom., 196 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 328 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 255 
I. L. R., 2 Mad., 1.0 
Marah., 461: 9 Moore 
A., 303. 

9 Moore’s I. A., 303 

L L. E., 6 Mad., 341 

1 Bom., 165 

I. L. R., 5 Bom., 663 

7 Mad., 210 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 285 

5 Moore'S J. A., 300 
I. L. R., 6 Bom., 80 
1. L. R., 7 Mad., 684 
I. L. R., 5 Mad., 6 
I. L. R., 7 Mad., 309’ 

1. L. R., 2 Bom., 629 

3 Mad., 1 . . 

7 Mad., 290 


R.,^ 

> 


) 

( 

I 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


1098 

4782 

3587 

18lS ' 

3680 

1774 

3220, 3235 
3677 
1229 
4987 
2076 
1813 
4061 
2336 

2529,2531 
2638, 4655 
2427 

1578, 6238 
4442 
5502 
. 3064 

1364 
4683 

3424 

3497 

5177, 5186 
3781 
5730 
2329 
995 

3758, 6048 

3590’ 

2607 

6133 

*1529, 1677 
4164 

8762 

2777 

2196 

3763 

321, 4392 
5592 
4658 
2839 

3151, 6955 
1829, 4163 
3767 
70, 607 
2992 
4033 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6767 


Name of Case. 


Volnme and Page. 


I 


Vasiideva Shanbojjt;. Naraina Pai 
Yasudev Balkrishna v, Saliibai . • 

Vasudev Bhat v. Narayan Baji Damle • 

■ - ' w. Venkatesh Sanbhav . 

Yasudev Dajiv. Babaji Ranu . . . • 

Yasudev THari v, Tatia Narayan . . 

Yasudev Moresbvar Gun pule v, Rama Babaji Dange 
Yasudev Pandit v. Collector of Puna • 

V. Narayan Josbi 

Yasudev Sadasbiv Modak v. Collector of Ratnagiii 

Yasudev Yishnu v. Narayan Jagannath 
Yasudev Yishnu Diksnit v. Narayan Jagannath Diksbit 
Yasudev Yithal Samant v, Bamchandra Samant . 
Yathiar. In the matter of the petition of 
Yato Koer v, Rowshun Singh . . . • . 

Yaughaii v, Heaeltine 

■ V, Lallchand Gbose 

Yayalil Pqdia Madathemmil Moidin Kuttiayissa v,\ 

IJdaya Yarma Yalia Rajah. ) 

Yayangara Yadaka Yittil Manja v, Pariyangot Padin- ) 
gara Kuruppath Kadugocheu Nayar. j 

Yayidinada v. Appu 

Yaythenatha Sastrial v. Sami Paudither 
Yedanta v, Kanuiyappa . . 

Yedanta Chariar v. Ayyasami Mudali 
Yedanta Desikacharyulu y, Perindevamma 
Yedavalli v, Narayana * • . • 

Yeerapab Chetty. In the matter of • 

Yelaet All Khan v, Azmun • 

V. Mntadeen • • 

Matadeen Ram 

Yelaety Begum, p. Rughonath Persad 

Yelayet Hossein v, Wulee Ahmed 
Yelayuthaii v. Laksmana . 

Yeliet Doss v. Buujft’ussee Roy . 

Yellai Mira Ravuttau v. Mira Moidin Ravuttan 

— * — V, Yarisai Mira Ravuttan 

Yellanki Yenkata Krishna Rao v, Yenkata Rama . 
Laksbmu I 

Yellaya v. Jaganatha 

Yellayan Chetty v, Aiyan alias Thundavamurty Chetty . 

Yellayan Chetti v, Tiruvakone 

Yellaya Padyachy v. Moorthy Padyachy 

Yelliappen Chetty v, Nootoo Thevan .... 

Yelli Periya Mira Ravuthanv. Moidin Padsha Ravuthan 

Yellivammal v. Katha Chetti 

Yembakum Somayagee Janakee Ammal v, Mooue^wamy 7 
Chetty. 3 

Yencama Shetty t>. Pamoo Shetty .... 

Yencata Chella Cbetty v, Parvatbam .... 
Yencata Chella Kandian v. Panjanadien • 

Yenoata Chella Mudali v. Sashagherry Rau 


I..L. R.,2Mad..356 . 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 227 . 

I. L. R., 7 Born., 131 • 

10 Bora., 139 

8 Bomr., A..C., 176 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 387 . 

11 Horn., 149 

10 Bom., A. C.. 471 . 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 1 5 

I. L. B., 2 Bom., 99 : L. R., 4 
I. A., 119. 

9 Bom., 289 . • 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 642, note 
I. L. R.> 6 Bom., 129 . 

7 Mad., 121 

8 W. R., 82 

I. L. R., 1 All., 753 . 

16W.R.,281 •. 

2 Mad., 315 

I. L. B., 7 Mad., 89 . 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 44 
I. L. R., 3 Mad., 116 . 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 14 . 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 332 . 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 249 . 

I. L. B., 2 Mad., 19 . 

6 B. L. R., Ap., 37 ; 14 
R., 405. 

11 W. R., 613 . 

10 W. R., 402 . 

13 W. R., 3 

B. L. R., Sup. Yol., 747: 2 
Ind. Jur.,N.S., 263:8 W 
R, 147. 

23 W. R., 207 . 

I. L. R.. 8 Mad., 606 . 

W. R., 1864, 262 . 

2 Mad., 414 


I. L. R , lMad.,174: 
4 I. A., 1 : 26 W. R. 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 307 

4 Mad., 374 
I. L. B., 6 Mad., 76 
4 Mad., 174 
2 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 11 
I. L. R., 9 Mad.; 332 
I. L. R., 6 Mad., 61 

4 Mad., 176 

6 Mad., 323 
8 Mad., 134 

1. L. R., 4 Mad., 213 

7 Mad., 283 


L. R., ‘ 

, 21 . . 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


4116 

4288 

2261 

1034, 2395 
1682 
6143 
4765 
70 
1521 

4390 

3861 

3859 

2851 

6905 

2446 

3081, 3889 
6707 

.3763 

1147 

2128, 2134 
3587, 3693 
6988 
3690 
4342 
2364 

6473 

4161 

297 

1365 

274 

818 

1693 

2673 


2122 

3518, 3521 
6128 
■ 1677 
,3586 
4809 
3350 

3696, 6965 
2171,2404 

402.2211 

6121 

2318 

4482 

3134,3306 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 




$770 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Venkatrayudu v, Papi .... 

Venkat Shrinivas v. Armstrong . 

Venkayya v. Subbarayudu . * • 

Venkayyar f?. Venkatasubbayyar . 

VenkittArama Pattar v, Keshava Men on 
Venkopadhjaya v, Kavaii Hengusu . • 

Venn v, Coorya Narayan .... 

Verasami Nayadn v. Subba Ran . 

Verasut Hossein v, Jngbdharee Sing . 

Yericherla Sarya Nai:ayana Raju v, Satracberla «laga- 
nada Raju. 

Vemede v, Abdul Giri Cbinna Swami 
Verner v, Abdool AH . . . . • 

Vicar-General of the Portuguese Mission in Bengal 
Vice-President of the Municipal Commission, Cuddalore,*) 
V, Nelson. y 

Vidyaram v. Chandra Shekbarram 

Vijaya v. Sripathi 

Vijaya Raganadha Bodha Gooroo Sawmy Periya') 
Oodya Taver v. Katama Natchiar (Rajah of Shi- > 
vagunga). J 

Vijaya Raganadha Bodha Gooroo-Swamy Perria Woodisi 


“I 


Taver v. Anga Moo too Natchiar. 

Vijaya Ragava v. Secretary of State for India 
Vijayosami v, Periasami . 

Vijiarangam v, Lakshuman 

Vijkor V, Jijibhai Vaji • 

Vilaetee Khanum v, Meber Ali 
Villayet Ali Khan v. Ameenooddeen Ahmed 
Vinayak Anandrav v, Lakshmibai • 

Vinayak Divtfkar v.^ai Itcha . • 

Vinayak Govind v. Babaji . • 

Vinayak Joshi v, Janardan Josh! • 

Vinayak K. Dhavle v. Bhan B. Samvat 
Vinayak Narayan Jog v, Govindrav Chintaraan .Tog 
Vinayak Raghunath v. Great Indian Peninsula Railway 
Co. ^ j 

Vinayakrav Ganpatrav v, Ransordas Pranjivandas 
Vinayak Sadashiv Voze v, Raghi 
Vinayak Vasudev v, Ritchie, Steuart, & Co. • 

Virabhadra Pillai v. Hari Rama Pillai 
Virabhadra Rau v, Ramaiya alias Babpautula 
Virabuddra Gaud. Ex parte • • . ^ 

Virada Pratapa Raghunada Deo v, Brozo Kishoro 
Patta Deo. 

Viramma v. Narayya 
Virammal v, Easturi Rungayyangar . 

Virankutti v. Chiyamu • 

Virannav. Nagayyah • • • 

Vira Pillay v. Mur^a Muttayan 
Virappa Nayak v. Kathana Talavachi 
Viraragava v, Ramalinga . 

V , Ramudu . 

Viraragava Ayyangar v. Varada Ayyangar 


Volume and Page. 


I. L. R., 8 Mad., 182 
3 Bom., A. C., 47 . 

I. L. R., 9 Mad., 283 
1. L. R., 3 Mad., 63 
I. L. R., 1 Mad., 349 
2 Mad., db . . 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 376 
I. L. R., 6 Mad., 54. 
13 W. R., 69 

r. L. R., 6 Mad., 253 

2 Mad., 427 
23 W. R., 73, 239 
17 W. R., 188 . 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 129 

I. L. R., 4 Born.. 163 
1. L. R., 8 Mad., 94 

11 Moore’s I. A., 50 


6 W. R., P. C., 60 ; 3 Moore’s ' 


Column 

of 

Digest. 


I. A., 278. 


I. L. It. 

, 7 Mad., 466 



, 

3599 

I. L. R. 

, 7 Mad., 242 



, 

3418 

8 Bom., 

0. C.. 244 



s 

2118, 2439 
2491 

9 Bom., 

310 




3800 

24W. R., Cr., 4 . 




6026 

23 W. R., 19 




4615 

1 Bom., 

117 




2310 

3 Bom., 

A. C., 36 . 




2783 

I. L. R. 

4 Bom., 230 



1 

3133, 3306 
3307 

7 Bom., 

A. C., 23 



, 

. 6225 

4 Bom., 

A. 0.. 3w . 



. 

4338 

6 Bom., 

A. C., 224 



. 

2531, 2536 

7 Bom., 

0. C., 113 



( 

1 

1098, 1382 
6263 

7 Bom., 

A. C., 90 



1033 

4 Bom., 

A. C., 202 




1075, 2711 

4 Bom., 

0. C., 139 




1815, 56il 

3 Mad., 

38 . 




2943, 6135 . 

4 Mad., 

148 




3492 

1 Mad., 

199 




1853 

I. L. R. 

1 Mad., 69: 

25 

W. 

i 


R., 291 : L. R., 3 

I. 

A., 

1 

2121 

154. 




) 


I. L. R. 

6 Mad., 283 




3743 

I. L. R. 

4 Mad., 381 




4790 

I. L. R. 

7 Mad., 657 




' 1298 

I. L. R. 

3 Mad., 6 




3766 

2 Mad., 

340 




3157 

I. L. R., 

6 Mad., 428 




6302 

I L.R., 

9 Mad., 148 




2127 

I. L. R., 

9 Mad., 170 




422 

I. L. R., 

5 Mad., 123 




5424 


4810 

2783 

8680 

4785 

1080 

2414, 3233 
3768 
112 
4933 

4578 

102 

2947, 2955 
1197 

3600 

743, 1864 
2414 

4962, 4988 


3583 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6771 





Colnmti 

Volume and Page. 



of 

Digest. 

I. L. R., 8 Maa., 208 



2406 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 397 



822 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 217 



814 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 306 



2417 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 141 



3763 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 696 



3478 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 144 



4354 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 87 



6802 

I. L. R., 2 Mad., 200 



4274 

4 Mad., 32 . 


1 

3176, 3480 
3510, 6732 

I. L., R., 8 Mad., 440 


• 

2441 

1 Mad., 375 

1 Mad., 471 



2434, 2212 
2410, 6206 
2393, 4858 


1 

5384 

2 Mad., 6 . • 



3288 

1 Mad., 341 



2608, 6798 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 467 

• 


1995 

1 Bom., 103 

• 


3085 

I. L. R., 6 Bom,, 208 



1569, 4265 

7 Bom,, A. Ca, 74 . 



5433, 5453 

5 Mad., 150 



2421, 2430 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 293 



794 

6 Mad., 270 


* 

2263 

I. L. R., 3 Bora., 346, 

note 


3057 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 18 

• 


179 

I. L. B., 5 Bom., 253 

• 


1036, 4597 

I. L. R., 6 .Bom., 684 



5892 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 68. 



6857 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 108 


l 

1460, 1903 
' 2427. 2527 

1 Bom., 22 . 



5110 

I. L. R., 3 Bom., 147 



1 2695 ■ 

1 Bom., 262 



1816, 6796 

7 Bom., A. C., 71 . 



182 

9 Bom., 434 



3285 


( 

2594, 2869 

2 Mad., 341 


i 

5591, 5876 

3 Bom., A. C.,69 . 



2299 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 16 

• 


6418 

3 Mad., Ill 

• 


1361, 3275 

4 Bom., A. C., 148 

• 


6083 

10 Bum., 54 



4 5662 

I. L. R.. 4 Bom., 219 



2308 

.5 Bom., 0. C., 76 . 



4269 

I. L. R., 6 Bom., 688 



1 3459 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 610 



6970, 6078 

11 Bom., 6 . 



5264 

C Bom., A. C., 90 • 


( 

i 

1846, 3638 
4027 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 497 


3966 

I, L. R., 6 Bom., 180 


, 

4051 

4 Bom., A. C., 63 . 


• 

4387 


Namo of Case. 


Viraragavamma v. Samudrala . 

Viraraghava v. Subbakka . 

Viraragbava Ayyangar v, Venkata Chary ar 
Viraramuthi Udayan v, Singaravelu . 

Vira Rayen v, Valia Rani (Rani of Calicut) 

Virasami v, Athi . • • • 

Virasami Mudali v. Queen . • 

— V, Ramasanai Mudali 

Virasami Nayudu v. Arunacbella Chetti 

Virasamy Mudali v, Manommany Ammal 
Virasangappa v, Rndrappa 
Virasvami Chetti v. Appasvami Chetti 

Virasvami Gramini v. Ayyasvami Gram ini 

Virasvami Nayak v, Sayambabay Sahiba 
Virdachala Nattan v, Ramasavami Nayakan 
Viresa v, Tatayya .... 

Virgas. In the goods of . 

Virjivandas Madhabdas v, Mahomed AU Klian 
Virsingappa bin Baslingappa t>. Sadashivappa Appal 
Golkhandi. ) 

Visalatcbi Ammal v. Annasamy Sastry 

V, Si vas Ankara Taker 

Visalatchini Ammal v. Subbu Pillai . * . . 

Vishiiubhat v. Babaji . . . , 

Vishnu Bhau Joshi v. Ravji Bhau Joshi 
Vishnucharya v. Ram Chandra ..... 
Vishnu Dikshit v. Narsinghrav ..... 
Vishnu Keshav Sathe. In re application of 

Vishnu Shambhog v. Manjamma .... 

Vishnu Trimbak v. Tati a alias Vasudev Pant 
Vishvanath v, Mahadaji ...... 

Visbvanath Atraanaram v. Bapu Narayan . 

Vishvanath Hari. In the .mailer of the petition of 
V isbvanathrav Kachesvar v, N arayan bin Gopal Khape 

Vissappa V. Ramajogi ...... 

Visvanath Gungadhur v. Krishnaji Gunesh 
Visvanath Maheshvar v, Virchand Panachand . 
Viswaiiibhara Rajendra Devu Garu v, Saradhi Charana 
Samantaraya Garu. ) 

Vithal alias Gopal Gonesh Bivalkar. Ex parte 
Vithal Arabaram v, Dayabhai Murlidhar 
Vithaldas Manickdas v. Jeshubai .... 
Vithaldas Narotamdas v, Karsandas Keshavdas 
Vithal Janardan v, Vithojirav Putlajirav 
Vithal Krishna v. Balkrishna Janardan 
Vithal Krishna Joshi v, Anant Ramchandra 

Vithal Mahadev v. Band valad Mahomed Hnsen . 

Vithal Nilkanth Pinjale v, Viahvasrav bin Bapnjirav . 

Vithal Ramchandra v Gangaram Vithoji 

Vithalrav Eshwantrav. Ex parte .... 


10 



€/TS 


TABLE OF CASES JN TUK DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Vithal Yishvanatli Prabhu [v. Ram Chandra Sadashiv ^ 
Kitkire. ) 

Vithoba Bava v, Hariba Bava 

Vitboba bin Cbabu v, Gangaram bin Biramji 
Vithoba bin ‘Keshavahet v. Shabaiirav 
Vithoba Malhari v, Corfield . . . • . 

Vithoba valad Ukba v. Chotalal Tukaram . 

Vithu V. Narayan Dabhalkar ..... 
Vithu bin Manku v. Amvita bin Joti .... 
Vitla Button ff. Yamenainraa . . • . ' . 

Vizagapatam Municipality v. Walker .... 

Viziaramarazu v. Secretary of State for India . 

Viziaramarazu Virababu Narendra Rau v. Secretary of ^ 
State for India. ) 

Vonlintzgy v. Narayan Sing ..... 
Vrandavandas Raiudas v. Y amunabai .... 
Vrijavalabh Das Khushal Das v. Collector of Ahmed- 
abad. 

Vurella Gangaia. Ex parte 
Vurmah Valia v. Ravi Vurniah . 


( 

I 


Vyakunta Bapuji v. Government of Bombay 

Vyankatrav Anandrav Nimbalkar v, Ja^avantrav bin') 
Malharrav Ranadive. J 

Vyankatraya v. Sliivrambhat . . . . . 

Vyasrav Balaji V. Subbaji Narayan . . . . 

Vydianada 3 "yan v. Sitaramayyan , . • . 

Vydianathyyan v, Minakshi Animal . . . . 

Vydinatha v. Subramanya . . . . 

Vyricherla Raz Bahadoor v, Nadminti Bagavat Sustri . 
Vytheelingum v. Government . . . . . 

Vythelinga Mudelly v. Cundasawmy Mudelly 

Vythilinga Mudali v. Havana Sundarappayyar 
Vythilinga Muppanar v. Vijayatbaminal 
Vythilinga Pillai v, Thetcbanamurti Pillai . 


w 


Wafeah v, Sabeeba ..... 
Wagbji Thackersey v. Kbatao Rowji . 

Wagji Korji v. Tharia Topan 

Wahed Ali v. Jumayee .... 

— '< V, Mullick Enayet Hossein Ali . 

— ■ f>. Sadiq Ali .... 

Wabedoollab v, Golam Akbur . 

Waheeooddeen v, Jbungoree 

Wahid AH v, Ashruff Hoasain . 

Wahidoonnissa v. Roy Mobabeer Persbad Sahoo 
Wahidunnessa v, Surga Dass 


f 

I 

( 

I 

( 

i 


V 

I 




/ Column 

Volume and Page. 


of 

DiffCBt. 

7 Bom., A. C., 149 • 


3117, 3165 

6 Bom., A. C., 64 . 

12 Bom., 180 

6 Bom., A. C., 122 

3 Bom., Ap., 1 . • 

7 Bom., A. C., 116 

5 Bom., A. C., 30 . 

7 Bom., A. C., 72 . 


2463 
3442 
6674 
712, 2784 
2214 
312, 4881 


2849 

8 Mad., 6 . 


2394, 2532 

I. L. R.. 5 Mad., 269 . 


3602 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 625 : L. R.,*! 
12 I. A., 120. j 

3171 

I. L. R., 5 Mad,, 91 

. . 

3166 

6 1. L. B.. Ap., 04 


4071 

12 Bom., 229 


2265, 2266 

10 Bom., 190 


613 

2 Mad., 305 . 


1911 

I. L. B., 1 Mad., 235 : L. 
4 I. A., 76. 

R..^ 

> 

3754 

12 Bom., Ap., 1 . , 

( 

2858, 2958 
2963, 3796 

4 Bom., A. C., 191 


2130, 2138 

I. L. R., 7 Bom.. 25C . 


3078 

6 Bom., A. C., 173 


5090 

I. L. B., 6 Mad., 62 


4275 

I. L. K., 5 Mad., 5 


2520 

1. L. R , 8 Mad., 235 , 


6084 

25 W. R., 3 . 


3578 

21 W. K., 199 . 


4422 

8 Mad., 21 . 

i 

2768, 4521 
4527 

I. L R., 6 Mad., 167 . 


2728 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 43 . 


1694, 2127 

I. L. R., 3 Mad., 76 . 

• 

3346 

8 W. R., 307 

• 

. 

3332, 6041 

1. L. R., 10 Bom., 167 . 


4525 

I. li. R., 3 Bom., 68 


1039 

2 B. L. R., F. B., 73 : 11 W. \ 
R., F. B., i. ) 

827 

12 B. L. R., 500 : 20 W. 
31. 

R.,1 

1924, 3523 

12 B. L. R., 487, note: 
W. R., 417. 

17^ 

6411 

25 W. R., 205 . 


644, 2594 

2 N. W., 16 

, 

4468 

I.L. R., 8 Calc., 732: IOC. > 
L. R., 629. > 

3670 

1. L. R., 6 Calc., 128 . 

* 

1916 

I. L. R., 6 Calc., 39 

• 

1691 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


0773 


Name of Cai^e. 


Volume and Page. 


Columu 

of 

Digest. 


Wahidunnissa v, Sliubrattun 

Waif^aiibar v. Wadekar , 

Waj Bibee v. Azmut Ali . 

Wajed Ali v. Cbundrabutty Kooeree 
Wajed Hossein v. Abdool Kadir 

V, Abmed Rezab 


Wajeed Ali v. Abdool Ali . 

Wajibun v. Kadir Buksb . 

Wajid Ali Khan v. Lala Hanuraan Prasad 

Wajid Ali Sbab v, Dianat-ullab Be<j , 
Wajid Hossein v. Nankoo Sinj^li 
Wajoodeen Hossein v, Madhoo Cliovvdry 
Wala Hiraji v, Hira Patel . 

Walee Mahomed v. Kumur Ali 

Wali Alam v. Nasran 

Wali Muhammad v. Turab Ali . 

Waliulla v. Ghnlam Ali . 

- — V, Miran Subeb . 

Walker Atiiaram Muiidur • 

Wallace. In re 

— — — V. JefFerson . . . • 

Wallah Alleo v. Golam Gous 
Waller. In re 

Wallis tf. Tdylor .... 
Waman Ramcbandra v. Dhondiba Krisbnaji 


Wannathan Kandile Chirutbal v. Keyakadath 
Kurup. 

Ward V. Queen ..... 
Warden v. Warden ..... 
Waris Ali v. Muhammad Ismail 
Waris Meah v. Queen -Em press . 

Warrish Ally v. Lalla Uam Sahaye 



Waselun Hak v, Gowburunnissa Bibi 


Watkins v» Dhunnoo Baboo 

V, Roheenee Bullub 
Watson V, Aga Meliedee Sherazee 

■' ' ' ■■ V. Collector of Rajshahye 

V. Dost Mahomed Khan 

Gobind Chunder Mozoomdar 

V. Golah Khan 
V, Gonesh Chunder Sahoo 
V. Government 

•V, Hedger .... 
r. Jonmenjoy Coondoo . 


6 B. L. R., 54: 14 W. R,. I 
239. 

6 Bom., A. C., 194 
8 W. R., 23 . 

22 W. R., 642 . 

13W. R.,418 . . ‘ 

17 W. R., 480 . 

W. R., 1864, 121 . . ! 

T. L. R., 13 Calc., 292 . ^ 

4B. L. R., A. C., 139: 12 W. 
R., 484. 

I. L. R., 8 All., 31 
25W. R.,311 

17 W. R., 404 .. . 

I. L. R., 9 Bom., 618 . 

7W. R., 428 

3 B. L. R., Ap., 104: 12 W. ) 
R., 50. j 

I. L. R., 4 All., 497 
I. L. R., 1 All., 635 
2 Bom., 301, 2nd Ed., 285 . 

14 W. R., 478 .. . 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 24 
I. L. R., 2 Bom , 453 . 
lOB. L. R., Ap., 32: 19 W.> 
R., 215. ‘ j 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 430 . 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 37 . 

I. L. R., 4 Bom., 126 


3658 

5219, 579> 
3645 
2983 
4958 

898, 4445 
6400, 616a 
3678, 3683 
3686 
3206 

30S, 3726 
6076 

1443, 6225 
2165 
3061 
390 
1828 

180, 6089 

1900 
323, 381 
3637 
4191 
2104 
2679 

4172 

5715 

6714 

1575, 4778 
4783, 4803 


6 Mad., 194 


3765 


I. L. R., 6 Mad., 33 . 

9 B. L. R., Ap., 39 
I. L. R., 8 All., 552 

I. L. R., iO Calc., 684 . 

1 Hay, 197 . 

1 B. L. R., S. N., 7 : 10 W. 

R., 105. ] 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 140: 8 C.} 

L, R., 433. j 

10 B. L. R., Ap.. 11 . 

L. R., 1 I. A.. 346 

3 B. L. R., P. C.,48: 12 W.) 
R., P. C., 43 : 13 Moore's [ 

1. A., 160. J 

2 Hay, 4 . . . . 

W. K.. 1864, Act X, 46 

1 B. L. R., S. N., 21 : 10 W. ■) 
R., Cr., 28. , j 

3 C. L. R, 240 .. . 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 182 : 3 ^ 

W. R., 73. ) 

W. R., 1864, Act X, 26 
1. L. R., 8 Calc., 934 


2905 

1550 

2876 

2007 

4896 

679 

3858 

2651 

917, 3318 

519, 6223 

. 3061 

4927 

1267 

528, 5307 
3394, 6187 

2792 

4514 



6774 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST, 


Name of Case. 


Watson V. Pokhur Doss Paul 
■■ V, Pyari Lai Shaha . • 

V. Rutnokant Roy 

■ V, Sreemunt Lai Kban - 

Watson & Co. v, Anjunna Dossee 

■' v.’Bhoonya Koonwar Narain Sing 

> ■ ■■ " V. Blecbynden 

■ ' ' V, Brojo Soonduree Dabee 

- " V, Brojosoonduree Debia 



■ V. Bykantnath Dass 

■ ' V, Choto Joora Mundul 
V, Dhonendra Chunder Mookerjee 

I. ■■ V, Doorgamonee Dossee 

* V. Dwarkanath Sircar . 

■I t;. Hurgobind Sookul • 

V, Hurry Natb Sircar . 

■ ■ ■ V, Jbukroo Singh • 

■' V. Joggesbar Attah • 

■ - " — V, Kunhye Babadoor . 

■ ' V. Mobendronatb Paul 

■ - — — v» Mobesb Narain Roy 

, — ■ — tj, Neel Kant Sircar 

. — V. Nidhoo Digwar 

* V. Nistarini Gupta • 

V. Nobin Mohun Babu 

V, Nund Lai Sircar 

» " ■' - V. Ram Dhun Ghose 

■ ■■ ■■■ - - V. Sham Lall Fandah . 

- " ■ ■ V, Sbumomoyee . 

■ ■■ - V, Shurut Soonduree Debia . 

- - : — V. Sreedhur Mundle 

w. Surnomoyee 

■ '■ ■ ” V. • ’ • • 

V, Tarinee Churn Gangooly - 

Wazeer Ali v. Dunne . 

* V, Kaim Ali .... 

Wazeer Mabton v. Cbuni Singh . 

Wazir Mahton v, Lulit Singh . 

— V, * ■ . . 

Wazir Muhammad Kban v, Gauri Dat 
Wazir Singh. In the case of . 

Weatberall v, Dillon .... 

Webb V. Rinchiden 

Webbe v, Lester . . . . • 

Webor Ali v, Gaddai Bebari 

Webster v. Keena . • . . . 

Welsh. In re 

Wemyss. In the goods of . . . 

Wharton v. Moona Lall . . 

Wbateley v, Palanji Pestanji 
White. In the goods of . 




Column 


Volame and Pago. 

of 

Digest. 


4 W. R:, 2 . 

1676 


7B.L. R, 176 . 

3839 


W. R., 1864, Act X, 19 

546 


6 Moore’s I. A., 447 

4637, 6350 


10 W. R., 107 . 

]604 


W. R., 1864, Act X, 105 

3800 


IW. K., 368 

5215 


10 W. R.,.395 . 

5627 


16W.R., 226 . 

5611 


17 W. R., 376 .. . 

5627 


14 W. R., Cr., 80 

1256 


Marsh, 68 : 1 Hay, 232 

1605 


I. L. H., 3 Calc., 6 . . 

652 


21 W. R., 410 .. . 

6636 


Marsh., 415 : 2 Hay, 533 • 

6268 

♦ 

22 W. R., 35 . . . 

1214 


7W. R., .388 

1057 


1 W. R., 195 • . 

1699 


Marsh., 330; 2 Hay, 436 . 

1599 


9 W. R., 294 .. , 

771,4913 


23 W. R., 436 .. . 

581, 6634 


24W. R., 176 . 

3066 


lOW.R., 330 . 

1621 


low. R., 87 

5773 


I. L. R., 10 Calc., 544 . 

7 


10 W. R., 72 . . . 

144 


21 W. R., 420 

1617 


17W.R.,496 . 

580, 1631 


low. R., 73 

1604, 1782 


9W. R., 259 . . 1 

905, 1568 
4288 


7 W. K., 396 .. . 

3117,6191 


low. R„ 421 

4126 


8 W. R., Cr., 63 . 

4493 


24W. R., 414 . 

1644 


:7W, R„494 . 

2995 


1 Agra, Rev., 16 . 

1687 


6 N. W., 196 .. . 

3688 

{ 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 727 : 9 C. ) 
L. R., 377. > 

4967 


I. L. R., 7 Calc., 166 : 8 C,') 

174 


L. R., 505. j 


I. L R., 9 Calc., 100 . 

1 .3483- 

, 

I. L. R., 4 All., 412 . 

2920 

1 

315. L. R., A. Cr., 66:12 W.) 
E., Cr., 46. > 

6603 


6 N. W., 200 .. . 

3772 


14W. R.,214 . 

3910, 6689 


2 Bom., 65 : 2nd Ed., 52 ^ 

1576, 5817 
6986 


2 C. L. R., 166 . 

3293 


9W. R., Cr.,70 . 

4112 


I. L. R., 8 Bom., 280 . 

3563 


I. L. R., 4 Calc., 721 . 

6200 


1 Agra, 96 . . . 

1356 


3 Bom., 0. C., 137 

2622 


I. L. R., 4 Calc., 682 . 

4666 




TABLE OF CASES IE THE DIGEST. 


m6 


Name of Case. 



White V, Bishto Ch under Bose 

— V, Tripora Sunkur Mookerjee • 

Whymper & Co. v. Buckle & Co, 
Wilaiti Begam v. Nur Khan 
Wilayat Husain «. Allah Hakhi 
Wilayatunnissa v. Najibunnissa 
Wilkinson v, Abbas Sirkar 

V, Gangadhar Sirkar 

Williams v. Brown .... 

— — t;. Great Eastern Hotel Co. . 

— V. WilMams 

Williamson v. Arab Ismail Khan 

Willis V. Willis • i . . 

Willson. In the goods of 

■ - V, Government . • . 

— V. Kanhya Sahoo . 

V, President, Municipal Comm 

WingrovG v, Wingrove 

Winter v, Gartner .... 

■ «. Bound .... 

V. Way .... 

Winterscale v. Gopal Chandra Seal , . 
Wise. In the matter of the petition of 

— V, Abdool Ali 

— V. — — .... 

«— V. Ameeroonnissa Khatoon 
— — - V. Ameerunissa Khatoon • 

V. Ameerunnissa Khatoon . • 

‘v " ■ ' ■ ■ — -■ 

■ V. Bansee Shaba • . 

V. Bboobun Moyee Debia • 

V, Brojendro Coomar Roy 

V. Burn ..... 

— — V, Collector of Backergunge 

V. Gureeb Hossein Chowdry 

V. Huro Lall Gireo Gossain 

V. Hurro Chunder Shaha . 

V, Ishan Chunder Banerjee 

V. Jagabandhu Bose 

— - r. Jugbundhoo Bose 

— V. Juggobundoo Bose 

■ V. Jngobundhoo Baboo 

■ V. Kishen Koomar Bose . 

— V, Lakhoo Khan • . • 

V, Radhagobind Shaha 

V. Rajender Coomar Roy . 

— - V, Rajkrishna Roy . 

V. Rajnarain Chuckerbutty 

• V, Ram Chunder Bysnck . 

— V. Romanath Sen Luskhur 


2 Hay, 667 

W. R., 1864, 297 
I. L. R., 3 All., 469 
I I. L. R., 6 All., 614 
I. L. R , 2 All., 831 . 

I I. L. R., 1 All!, 683 . 

3 B. L. R., 0. C., 96 . 

6B.Ii. R,486 . 

I. L, E., 8 All., 108 , I 

Cor., 76 : 2 Hyde, 166 . 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 688 . 

11 B. L.R., 416: 20 W. R.,1 

349. j 

4 B. L. R., 0. C., 62 . 

I. L. R., 1 Calc., 149 

12 W. R., 122 .. . 

11 W. R., 143 .. . 

I. L. R., 8 Mad., 429 . 

14W. R.,416 . 

1 H. L. R., 0. C., 79 . 

1 Mad., 202 

1 Mad., 200 . . [ 

3 B. L. R., 0. C, 90 . 

10 B. L. R., Ap., 20 . 

2W. R., 127 

7W. R., 136 
3W. R., 219 
2W. R., 34 

2 W. R., 132 

Jj. R., 7 I. A., 73 

16 W. R., 61 . . . 

3 W. R., P. C., 6 ; 10 Moore^s ( 

I. A., 166. ( 

18 W. R., 91 . . . 

4 W. R., Rec. Ref., 1 . 

L. R.,7’I. A.. 73 
13W. R., 271 

16W. R,160 . 

6 W. R., Act X, 90 
14 W. R., 380 

2 B. L. R., P. C., 69 : 12 1 

Moore’s I. A., 477. j 

7 Moore's I. A., 431 

12 W. R., 229 . 

4 W. R., Mis., 10 . . 

4 Moore’s I. A., 201 . . 

16 W. R., 60 . . . 

W. R., 181 .. . 

11 W. R., 200 .. . 

B. Ji. R.,Sup. Vol., 6H:6W.V 

R., Mis., 84. 3 

IB. L. R., P.B., 268:i0W.] 

R., 30. > 

7W. R., 415 
2 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 6 


2379 

6744 

1058 

5032 

3651 

166 

460,1676 
4248, 4715 
241, 741 
5960 
3791 
1549 


1650 

6904 

403 

1366, 1379 
3574 
1645 
2630 

2820,4681 

656, 2813 
4609. 
4771 
5933 
38 
1922 
40,1769 
38 
43 

42, 3236 
3806 

3434, 4128 

5630, 6000 
4458 
4603 
42, 3236 
4035 
6126 
540 
4907 


5536 
33, 2749 
4 3641 
610, 4637 
3804 
1503 
3822 


67W 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIOEST. 


Natno of Case. 




Wise V, Rubaa Khatoon .... 

— V, Sunduloonissa Chowdranee 

Wiseman v. Gopaul Dosa Sen 
Wishwambhar Pandit v. Prabhakar Bhat . 

Wodoy Tuia Chowdhrain v. Abdool Jubbur Chowdhry ^ 

Wolee Alum v, Misriin . . ^ . 

Wolfut V Nusrutoollah ...... 


Womda Khan urn v, Rajroop Koer , , , ^ 

Womes Ch under Chatterjee v. Chundee Churn Roy ^ 
Chowdhry. i 

Womesh Chunder Chatterjee v. Collector of 2'lrPev-( 
gunnahs. I 

Womesh Chunder Ghose v, Shama Simdari Bai 
Womesh Chunder Roy v. Deendyal Poramanick 
Wood. In the matter of the petition of 

■ Corporation of Town of Calcutta 


I 


• V, Wood 


Volume and Page. 


Woodbouse v, Calcutta and South Eastern Railway Co. 
Woodit Singh v, Buldeo Singh ..... 

Woodoy-aditto Deb v, Makoond Narain Aditto Deb 
Woodoy Chand Haider v. Gooroo Churn Mojoomdar 
Woodoy Chand Jana t;. Nitye Mundul 
Woodoy Chand Mookhopadhya. In re 
Woodoy Chunder Dhur v. Kaleetara Dassia • 
Woodoy Chunder Mnndul v. Ahmedoollah . 

Woodoy Narain v. Durriaho Roy .... 

Woodoy Narain Sein v. Tarinee Churn Roy 

Woodoy Tara Chowdhrain v. Abdool* Gunny 

Woodrow V. Schiller ...... 

Woodwant Mabtoon v, Hunooman Pershad Singh 
Woolfut Hossein v. Jumoona Doss . . . . 

Wooma Churn Banerjee v. Haradhun Mojoomdar 

Wooma Churn Chatterjee v. Kadambini Dabee 

Wooma Churn Chowdhry v. Beharee Lall Mookerjee 

■■ ' ' " • V, Kumolay Kaininee Dabee . 

— V. Kun a lee Churn Chowdhry . 

Wooma Churn Dhole v. Teil . . . . . 

Wooma Churn Dutt v. Grish Chunder Bose 
Wooma Churn Mitter v. Hejoy Kish ore Roy, . 

• V. Mohamoya . . . j 


Wooma Churn Mookerjee v. Hurry Churn Pose 

. 2 ;, Luckhee Narain 

Chowdhry. 

Wooma Churn Mozoomdar v, Chunder Kant 
Chowdhry. 

Wooma Churn Roy Mozoomdar. In re 


Roy j 
Roy j 


19W. R..299 . 

7 W. R., P. C., 13: 11^ 

Moore's I. A., 177. > 

1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 277 

I. L. R., 8 Bom., 269 . 

24W.R., 339 . . ^ 

12W. R., 60 

25 W. R., 48 . . . 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 336 : 1 C. 1 
• L. R., 295. j 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 293 . 

8 W. R., 439 .. . 

I. L. R.. 7 Calc., 98 : 8 C. 

R., 489. 

2 Hay. 12 . 

I. L. R., 8 Calc., 891 : 11 
L. R., 357 

I. L. R., 7 Calc., 322 : 9 
L. R., 193. 

1. L. R., 8 Calc., 891 : 11 
L R., 357. 

14 B. L, R., Ap., 6 
I. L. R., 3 Calc., 485 : 1 
L. R., 562. 

9 W. R., 73 

21 W. R., 12 

22 W. R., 225 
13 W. R.. 148 
9 W. R., Ill 
18 W. R., Cr., 31 

11 W. ll., 393 

12 W. R., 467 
W. R., 1864, 187 

11 W. R., 496 

12 W. R., 16 
1 Ind. Jur., N. S., 90 
22 W. R., 419 
W. R., 1864, Act X, 60 
J W. R., 347 


L.^ 

i 

C.\ 

aj 

CA 


c. ^ 
) 


3 C. L. R., 146 

21 W. R., 274 
25 W. R.. 58 
W. li., 1864, 163 
14 B. L. R., Ap., 13 
17 W. R., 32 

W. R., 1864, 130 
11 W. R., 60 
1 W. R., Mis., 10 


16 W. R., 255 . 

13 B. L. R., 215, note 


Column 

of 

Digept. 


136, 6762 
1723, 3703 

4618 
167, 4260 
3473,3491 
3515 

180, 6089 
5123 

3778 

4901 

5363 

1777 

288 

651 

651,2767 

651 

1655 

1549 

4070 

4859 

2061,5102 

5655 

4770, 4807 
4920 
1180 
1410 
6108 
1611 
4199 
5216 
6187 
2930 

3364, 4165 
573, 3014 
5266 
,3984 
1895 
898 
395 

325, 1631 
. 3181 
4767 
1918 

494 

494 



TABLE OE CASES lU THE DIGEST. 


6J77 


Name of Case. 


Volume and Page. 


Wooma Churn Sett v. Huree Persliad Misser 

Wooma Daee v. Gocoolanund Dass • . . | 

Wooraa pant Buksheei;. Gunga Narain Cbowdhry 
Woomakant, Sircar V. Gopal Sin .... 
Wooinamoyee Burraonya v, jHokoo Behara • • • 

■ V. Hills . . . . 

V. Kunuck Chunder Mookerjee 

V. Ham Bukhsh Clietlanjjce 

Woornanath Koy Chowdliry v, Ashumburee Biswas 

Debuath Hoy Chowdry • 

— Rogboonath Mitter 

v. Sreenatb Singh . • 

Woomanatb Tewaree v. Koondun Tewaree . • • 

Wooma Nundo Roy v, Browne ..... 
Woomapersad Sbaw v. Sbumsher Sirdar 
Woomapersbad Roy v. Grish Chunder Proebundo 
Wooma Soonduree Burmonia v. Gooroo Pershad Roy 
Wooma Soonduree Dossee v, Biressur Roy . 

V. Dwarkanath Roy 

n. Rajkisto Roy . 

Wooma Soonduree Dossia v. Beerbul Mundul 
Wooma Soonduree Thakooranee v, Kishoreo Mohun 
Banerjee/ ) 

Wooma Sunkory Ally AshrufF .... 
Wooma Tara v. Bhurosa Kara Dass . . . *. 

Wooraat'ira Dabee v, Unnopooriia Dossee . 

Woomatara Debea, In re . . • • • 

Woomatara Debia v. Unnopoorna Dassee . • . 

Wooma Tara Goopta v, Kalee Tara Goopta . 

Woomatool Fatima Begum v, Meerunmunnissa Khanum 
Woomesh Chunder Bose v. Matungiuee Debia 

■ Muddun Mohun Sircar 

V, Soorjee Kanto Roy Chow- ( 

dhry. ^ ( 

Woomesh Chunder Chatterjee v. Isbarutoollah 

- . V. Kumuroodeen Luskur . 

Woomesh Chunder Goopto v, Rajnarain Roy 
Woomesh Chunder Mojoomdar v. Dwarkanath Roy 
Woomesh Chunder Mookerjee v. Bama Dosste 
Woomesh Chunder Mookerjee v, Sageman . 

Woomesh Chunder Roy v. Bidboo Mookhee Dossee 

— V. Jonardun Hajra 

— ' — V. Markund Mookerjee . . 

— V. Nobin Chunder Mozooindar . 

Woomesh Chunder Sootee v. Ram Chunder Mowree 
Woon Chit Poe v. Wee Chang ..... 
AVoopendro Mohun Tagore v. Q'akalia Beparee 

■ Thanda Dossia 


Woopendro Nath Sircar v, Brojendronath Mundul 

Woosum Ali v. Jan Ali ..... 
AVoozeer Ali v. Doorga Churn Roy 
AVoozeerun t;. Noorul Jan . . . . 


10 W. R.. 101 . ... 

I. L. R., 3 Calc., 687 : 2 C. 1 
L.R.,51: L.R., 6 I.A.,40. j 
20 W. R., 385 
2 W. R., Act X, 19 
13W. R., 333 
IIW. R,377 . 

17 W. R., 418 .. . 

16 W. R., 11 . . 

12W. K.,476 . 

14W. R., 471 . 

6 W. E., Act X, 63 . I 

15 W. R., 260 .. . 

19 W. R., 177 .. . 

6 W. R., Ci7. Ref., 30 . 

4 W. R., S. C. C. Ref., 10 
1. L. R.. 10 Calc., 639 . 

15 W. R., 74 . . . 

8 W. R., 289 .. . 

11 W. R., 72 . . . 

21W. R., 366 

IIW. R., 563 . 

8W. R.,238 

W. R., 1864, Act X. 96 
24 W. R., 409 .. . 

10 W. R., 426 . 

6 W. R., Mis., 120 

11 B. L. R., 158: 18W. R.,) 

163. ) 

25AV. R.,93 

9 W. R., 318 .. . 

2W. R., 170 

2W. R.,44 

I. L. R., 5 Calc., 713 : 6 C.") 

L. R , 49. S 

8W. R.,439 
7W. R.,20 

10 W. R., 15 . . . 

4 W. R., 80 . . . 

7 W. R., 15 . . . 

12 W. R., 0. C., 2 

IIW.R., 197 . ■ . 

15W. R., 235 

12 W. R., 34 . . . 

low. R., 457 . . . 

4 W. H., Act X, 40 

15W. R., 185. . 

11 W. R., 570 .. . 

12 W. R., 263 . , . ^ 

I. L. R,7 Calc., 346: 9 C.{ 
L. R., 263. j 

IIW. R., 394 . 

5 W. R., Act X, 79 

9 W. R., 98 . . , 


528, 562 
2134, 2148 
2304 
1852 
6183 
6178 
6361 
6762 

829, 5419 
1647 

1621,6109 
6175, 6313 
5320 
30, 6221 
6178 
2999 
5695 
2337 
2702 
3210 

3164, 3868 
■ 3074 
5315 


4669, 6005 
667 

3332, 3658 
877 
5663 


6363 
I 564 

3392, 3813 
4314 
1763 

1814, 3202 
5935 
295 
3816 
' 5060 
6072 
6976 
3531 

2317, 3000 
3011 


6778 


TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Case. 


Colamn 

Volamc and Pago. of 

Digest. 


Woozeerunnissa Bibee v, Mahomed Hossein 
Woseeun v, Byjnath Singh 
Wozeer Begum v, FuzlooDissa • 

“Wright V, Seetaram 

Wuheedun v, Wusee Hossein 

Wuzeer Ali v. Kalee Coomar Chuckerbutfcy 

Wuzeer Jemadar v. Noor Ali . 

Wuzeer Mullick Sircar v, Nitumhinee Debee 
Wuzeerooddeen v, Sheobuud Lall 
Wuzeerun Beebee v. Warris Ali 

Wnzuroonnessa v, Saeedun . • 

Wyman v. Banks 

Wyndham. In the matter of • . 

Wynne. In the goods of . 


Yachereddy Chinna Bassavapa v, Yachereddi Gowdapa . 
Yacoob. In the matter of the petition of • • 1 

-- - V. Adamson J 

Yacoob Ali v, Kooer Singh • . . . • 

Yakoob Ali u. Kaemoollah . • . . • 

— V, Luchmiin Doss . • . . • 


> V. XJbdoolrahman 

Yakoob Ali Chowdhry v. Ram Doolal 
Yakub V. Narasinga ..... 
Yakub Sahib v. Jaffer Ali Sahib . . . 

Yamunabai v. Narayan Moreshwar Pendse . 
Yanamandram Venkaya v, Shillakuru Venkata Naraina 
Reddy. 

Yanumula Venkayamah v, Yanumula Boochia Ven- 
kondora. 

Yarakalamma v, Anakala Naramma . 

Yar Ali. In the matter of the petition of . 

Yashavant Subaji Kulkarni v, Gopal Ladko Bban 
darkar. 

Yekejamian v, Agniswarian . . • • 

Yeknath Babaji v, Gulab Chand Kahangi • 

Yeknatb Ram Chandra v. Warn an Brahmadev 
Yella Chetti v. Munisami Reddi 
Yellapa valad Bhimapa v. Mankia . . • 

Yellappa bin Basappa v, Mantappa bin Basappa . 
Yenamandra Sitaramasami v. Midatana Sanyasi . 
Yenkoba Balshet Kasar v, Rambhaji valad Aqun 
Yenumula Gavuridevamma Garu v, Yenumula Raman- 
dora Garn. 

Yerrabalu Virara^ava Reddi v, Abdul Khadir 
Yesaji Apaji Patil v, Yesaji Mhaloji . • • . 

Yeshwant Baburav v, Govind Shankar 
Yesvantray Amritrav Jamin v, Ismail Ali Khan • 


15 B. L. R., 166, note 

2837, 5650 

25 W. R., 171 

3941 

W. R., 1864, 373 . 

, 5356 

2 Agra, 105 

809 

15 W. R., 403 . 

3632, 3636 

11 W. R., 228 . 

1770, 4895 

12 W. R., 33 

326, 3248 

18 W. R., 484 . 

5671 

IIW. R., 285 . 

1423, 5752 

1 W. R., 51 

3117 

B. L. R., Sup. Vol., 613 : 6 ; 
W. R., 240. 

3820, 3969 

10 B. L. R., 71 : 18 W. R., 
516. 

3103 

6 B. L. R., 576 . 

4764 

13 B.L.R., 392 . 

6198 


5 W. R., P. C., 114 

2291 

I. L. R., 13 Calc., 272 . 

4580, 6158 

2N.W., Ill 

8 W. R., 329 

6 N. W., 80 

3 Agra, 383: Agra, F. B 
Ed. 1874, 172. 

13 C. L. R., 272 

I. L. R., 7 Mad., 572 . 

I. L. R., 4 Mad., 167 . 

I. L. R., 1 Bom., 164 . 

1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 131 . 

13 W. R., P. C., 21: : 

5341 

2929,61(18 
340, 3704 

5243 

797, 3953 
3592 
3592 

5099,5101 

3684 

2325 

Moores I. A., 333. 

2 Mad., 276 

2780 

13 W. R., Cr., 70 

5881 

2 Bom., 202 : 2nd Ed., 194 

1032,4259 

4 Mad., 307 

2309 

1 Bom., 85 • • 

139,4141 

4403 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 241 . 

3164 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 101 . 

850 

8 Bom., A. C., 27 

5239 

3 Bom., A. C., 102 . • 

6155 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 400 . 

2171 

9 Bom., 12 

2826 

6 Mad., 93 . 

2314,2323 

4 Mad., 26 . 

881 

8 Bom., A. C., 35 

1441 

I. L. R., 10 Bom., 453 . 

5415 

2 Bom., 99 ; 2nd Ed., 94 

202 



TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6779 


Name of Case. 


Yettapa Naikar Yenkateswara Yettia 
Young V, Bank of Bengal 

'■ V, McCorkindale . 

■ V. Mangalapilly Ramaiya 

Yusaf AH Khan v, Chubbee Singb • 
Yusan Kbatun Ramnatb Sen • 


Yusuf All V. Collector of Tipperab 
Yusuf Kban Sirdar Kban 


Volume and Page. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 

6 Mad., 405 . 

2417 

1 Moore's I. A., 87 

2666 

19 W. R., 169 . . \ 

3142, 3317 

3331, 3333 

.3 Mad., 125 . . ^ 

1062, 2814 
3200 

6N. W., 122 

1170,4472 

7 B. L. R., Ap., 26 . 

4956 

15 W. R., 296 . . ^ 

3700, 4620 
4901 

I, L. R., 9 Calc., 138 

3680 

i I. L. R., 7 Mad., 83 . 

3528 


Zadab v. Parmesbar Das . . . • . 

Zafaryab AH v, Bakbtawar Singb 
Zahid V. Peeree • • • • • • 

Zaboor Hossein v, Assud Ali . 

Zabrab v. Bbiigwan Doss 

Zahur v. Nur AH ...... 

Zabur Khan v. Bakbtawar . . . 

Zaburan v, Tayler 

Zaburruddin v. Collector of Goruckpore 

Zaburunnissa v. Khuda Yar Khan 
Zaib-oonnissa v. Adjondbya Persbad . 

Zaibulnissa Bibi v, Kulsum Bibi 
Zaibunnissa v. Elabee Begum . . 

Zainab Begam v, Manawar Husain Kban • 

Zainul-Abdin Kban v, Ahmad Raza Kban . 

Zaker AH Chowdbry v, J ugdessuree . 

Zalem Misser v, Kundun Kooer 

Zalem Roy v. Deb Shabee .... 

Zalem Tewaree v, Gobindgeer Gossain 

Zalim V. Cboonee Lall ..... 

Zalim Rai v, Doorga Rai 

Zalim Singb v, Bisbesbar Kandu 

V. Ujagar Singb . . . • 

Zameer Sirdar v, Asseemooddeen Sirdar 
Zamin Ali v. Hossein AH .... 
Zamir Husain v. Daulat Ram .... 
Zamorin of Calicut v, Narayana ... 

Sitarama . . . . 

Zaukilal v, Jawabir Singb .... 
Zavnub v. Baba Cazranee • • • , / 

Zearuddin Howaldar. In the matter of the petitio 

Zebonnissa v, Brojendro Coomar Roy Chowdbry . 

Zebunnissa Bibee. In the matter of ♦ • 

Zeemut AH v. Alimoonissa . . • • 

Zeemutoonissa Kbanum v, Kbutoo Begum . 
Zeenut Bebee v. Rahatoonissa . . . • 


I. L. R., 1 All., 52i 
I. L. R., 5 All., 497 

3 N. W., 92 

2 Agra, Pt. II, 178 
16 W. R., 211 . 

I. L. R., 2 All., 99 
I. L. R., 7 All., 327 
2 B. L. R., A. C., 86 : 10 W. 
R., 380. 

4 B, L. R., P. C., 36 : 13 W. 
R., P. a, 31. 

I. L. R., 3 All., 528 . 

2 N. W., 198 

1. L. R., 1 All., 250 . 

19 W. R., 268 

I. L. R., 8 All., 277 . 

I. L. R., 2 AIL, 67 : L. R., 
6 1. A., 233. 

I W. R.. 323 

II W. R., 194 . 

Marsh., 167 : 1 Hay, 373 
1 Ind. Jur., 0. S., 85 . 

3 Agra, 194 

1 Agra, Rev., 69 . 

7 N. W., 181 

I. L. R., 3 All., 367 
23 W. R., 257 . 

2 Agra, Pt. It, 187 

I. L. R., 5 AIL, 110 . 

1. L. R., 5 Mad., 284 . 

I, L. R., 7 Mad., 405 • 

I. L. R., 5 AIL, 94 
2 Ind. Jill’., N. S., 54 . 

19 W. R., Cr., 48 

21 W. R., 352 .. . 

12 W. R., 376 . 

10 W. R., 277 . 

12 W. R., 239 . 

7 W. R., 243 


1464 

5226 

5220 

4929, 5211 
295 
3716 

845, 3534 
6151 


341, 6223 
908 
3152 
1405 
885 


4314 

6272 

3983 

2802 

5375 

2975, 4314 
3106 
2872 
815 
4005 
3709 
6086 
*3598 
831 
1727 
4739 

1079, 1091 
2718 
1001 
470 
676 
5301 



6780 


TABLE OP CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


Name of Cage. 


Zeenuttunissa v. Tombs . • . . 

Zemindar of Chikati v Peddakimedi Zemindar 
Zemindar of Devaracota v. Vemuri Venkayya 
Zemindar of Humpam v. Zemindar of Merangi 
Zemindar of Karvatinuggar v. Kanniappah 
Zemindar of Kottam v. Zemindar of Pittapur 
Zemindar of Kurapam v. Nademinti Bbagavat Pataizali 1 
Shastri. j 

Zemindar of Oodiarpalliam v. Baloosamy Cbetty . ^ 

2iemindar of Palakonda v. Secretary of State for India 
Zemindar of Pittapuram v. Proprietors of Kolanka 
Zemindar of Ramnad v, Dorasami 
V. Pcrianayagaum Pillai 

— V. Ramamany Ammal 

V. Zemindar of Yettiapooram 

— V. — 

Zemindar of Saittur v. Canippen Servai 
Zemindar of Salur v. Pedda Pakir Raju 
Zemindar of Saptur v. Pandya Tevar 
Jiemindar of Sbivagunga v. Muhammad Mira Ravutan . 

— — V Subrarama Aiyan 

Zemindar of Sivagiri v. Alwar Ayyangar 

— V. Queen 

- — — — V. Tiiuvengada . • 

Zlemindar of Venkatagiri v. F^agbava , , 

Zerkalee Kooer v. Lalla Doorga Pershad 
Zirautunnissa Bibee v. Muddun Mohun Pal . 

Z innut Bibee z?. JafFur AH 
Zinulabdin Rowten v. Vijien Virapatren 
Zohorooddeen Sirdar v. Babaroolla Sircar , 
Zohurutoollah Chowdry v. Asalooddeen Cbowdry 
Zoolfee Begum v. Ram Surun Roy 
Zoolfekar Ali v. Mahomed Tukee 

Zoolfun Bibee v. Radbica Prosonno Cbunder 

Zorawar Singh v. Jawabir Singh 
Zoynooddeen Hossein Khan. In the matter of the 

petition of. ) 

' V. Secretaiy to the Board 

of Revenue. j 

Zoynul Abdeen v. Phoolash Cbunder Bothrah . , 

Zuburdust Khan zj. His wife 


• V. Indurmun 


Zuheerooden Paikar v, Campbell 
Zuhoor Hossein v. Syedun 

Zuhoorun v. Nujubooddeen 
Zuhoorun Begum v. Mahomed Wajed 
Zuhuruddeen Hossein. In the matter of the petition | 

Zuleff Ali V. Yeshvadabai Sabeb .... 
Zumeelooddeen Mahomed «. Russik Cband Addy . , 



Colamn 

Volume and Page. 

of 

Digest. 

W. E., 1864, 261 

1376 

I. L. E., 8 Mad , 509 . 

907, 4231 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 389 . 

3591 

I. L. R., 6 Mad., 253 

4578 

4 Mad., 149 

3588, 4053 

I. L. E., 9 Mad., 171 . 

665 

3 Mad., 120 .. . 

3383,4406 

3 W. R., P. C., 60 : 7 Moore’a ) 
I. A., 224. j 

1506 

I. L. R,, 6 Mad., 91 . 

I. L. E., 2 Mad., 23 : L. R., ) 
6 I. A., 200. j 

3166 

4980, 4985 

5052 

I. L R., 7 Mad., 311 . 

3376 

L. R., 1 I. A., 209 . [ 

1758, 2219 
2242 

r. L. R., 2 Mad., 234 . 

2058, 5302 

7 Moore s I. A., 441 

4127, 4647 

JO Moore’s I. A., 47 

6003 

4 Mad., 401 

6703 

1. L. R., 4 Mad., 371 . 

2062 

7 Mad., 53 . . . . 

2914 

7 Mad., 150 . . . 

6042 

4 Mad., 302 ... 

3334 

I L. R., 3 Mad., 42 . 

198, 2234 

I. L. R., 6Mad.,29 . 

5525 

1. L. R., 7 Mad., 339 . 

801 

I. L, R., 9 Mad., 142 . 

4816 

16 W. R., 149 .. . 

5364 

22W. R.. 537 

766 

14W. U., 172 

1457 

I. L. R., 1 Mad., 49 

3586 

W. R., 1864. 185 

3672, 3679 

15 W. R., 129 . 

4296 

10 W. R., 80 . . . 

3342 

9W. R.,438 

484 

I. L. R , 3 Calc., 560 : 1 C. L i 
E., 388. 1 

5187 

3 Agra, 167 

80 

IIB. L.R, 370 . 

5864 

20W. R., 106 . 

5864 

15 W. R., 126 .. . 

1474 

2 N. W., .370 

1545, 5096 

1 Agra, P. B., 71 : Ed. 1874, ) 
55. j 

2236 

4 W R., 67 

11 B. L. R., 367, note ; 11 W. > 

3016 

R., 142. ] 

1488 

11 W. R,, 505 .. . 

3775 

18 W. R., 87 . . . 

5923 

25 W. R., Cr., 8 . 

4920, 6182 

9 Bom., 314 

59 

W. R., P. B., 85 . 

2760 



TABLE OF CASES IN THE DIGEST. 


6781 


Name of Cose. 

Volume and Page. 

Column 

of 

Digest. 

Zumeer Ali v. Doorgabun ..... 

1 W. R., 230 

4560 

Zumeeroodunnissa Khanum v, PhilHpe 

1 W. R., 290 .. . 

525, 1390 

Zumeer Sirdar v. Asseemooddeen Sirdar • 

23 W. R., 257 .. . 

5447 

Zumeeruunissa v. Gayer 

6 W. R., Civ. Ref., 26 • 

2999 

Zumurudoonissa v. Kadha Churn Ghuttuck 

9 W. R., 690 .. . 

1731, 5813 

Zyn-ood-deen w. Wright . . . • 

3 Agra, 77 .... 

1374 





